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in the State of Michigan; which was referred to 
she Committee on Private Land Claims, and order- 
ed to be printed. 


Mr. ASHLEY submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was agreed to: — 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
extending the criminal laws of the United States 
over the Indian territories. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WESTCOTT, from the Committee on 
Territories, reported back the (House) joint reso- 
lution, affirming a certain act of the Legislative 
Assembly of Wisconsin, without amendment, and 
with a recommendation that it do not pass. 

Mr. W., also, from the same committee, report- 
ed back the (House) bill disaffirming all laws of 
the Territories of Lowa and Wisconsin, granting 
banking privileges, without amendment, and rec- 
ommending that it do not pass. 

Mr. W. further, from the same committee, re- 
ported back the (House) bill to define the bounda- 
ries of the State of lowa, and to repeal so much 
of the act of the 3d of March, 1845, as relates to 
the boundaries of Iowa, without amendment. 

Mr. W. still further, from the same committee, 
reported back the (House) bill to enable the people 
of Wisconsin to form a constitution and State 
covernment, and for the admission of such State 
into the Union, without amendment. 

Mr. W. moved that the two last named bills be 
made the special order for Saturday next. 

Mr. LEWIS objected. There were (he said) 
several important bills which had the preference, 
and should be disposed of before these minor mat- 
ters were discussed. 

The question being taken on the motion, it was 
disagreed to. 

Mr. DICKINSON, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported a joint resolution for the relief of 


John Devlin; which was read a first and second 


time. 
[Several messages in writing were received from 
the President of the United States. ] 


The bill to establish and organize an Executive 
bureau, under the exclusive direction and control 
of the President of the United States, was taken 
up; and, after a conversation between Senators 


JARNAGIN, HUNTINGTON, WESTCOTT, 


and CHALMERS, it was referred to the Commit- | 


tee on the Judiciary. 


The “ bill to direct the President of the United | 


State 


s to sell the reserved mineral lands in the State 


| the United States; that the term “ navy,” 
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braced in the joint resolution annexing Texas to 


there 
used, embraced the officers as well as the ships. 
This was a strange position, and one which he was 
persuaded would never receive the sanction of the 
Senate. The language of the second section of the 
joint resolution referred was thus: 

“ Said State, when admitted into the Union, after ceding 
to the United States all publie edifices, fortifications, bar- 
racks, ports, and harbors, navy and navy-yards, docks, mag- 
azines, and armaments, and all other means pertaining to 
the public defence, belonging to the said Republic of Texas, 
shall retain all the public funds,” &e. 

Now, thouch it might be conceded that the term 
‘navy’? may be used in certain connexions, and 
under such circumstances as to warrant the en- 
larged sense claimed for it, yet surely no such 
meaning could be attached to it here. It would be 
observed that the language speaks of ** ceding’’— 
after ceding the navy, &c. Could it for a moment 
be supposed that Congress was then contemplating 
a cession of men—full-grown, uniformed and com- 
missioned men? Certainly not. The term cede 
could properly apply to property only. But these 
officers were not only not embraced in the joint 
resolution by express terms, but the transfer of 


| them to the navy of the United States could not 


of Illinois and Territories of Wisconsin and Iowa, |. 
Supposed to contain lead ore,’? was read a third | 


ume, and passed. 
THE GRADUATION BILL. 


The bill to graduate and reduce the price of the 
public lands was read a third time and passed, by 
the following vote: 

YEAS—Messrs. 
by, Barrow, Benton, Breese, Calhoun, Cameron, Cass, Chal- 
mers, Dickinson, Dix, Fairfield, Hannegan, Houston, John- 


‘on of Maryland, Lewis, Pennybacker, Rusk, Semple, Se- | 


vier, Turney, Westeott, and Yulee—26. 

wat S—Messrs. Archer, Cilley, Thomas Clayton, John 
a ayton, Corwin, Davis, Dayton, Evans, Greene, Hunt 
ston, Jarnagin, Miller, Morehead, Pearce, Phelps, Sim- 


.™ons, Upham, and Woodbridge-—18. 


THE TEXAN NAVY. 
On motion of Mr. RUSK, the “ bill to authorize 


naval force of the United States, by adding thereto 


the naval establishment of the late Republic of 
&xas’’ was taken up. 


Mr. FAIRFIELD said, that although this bill | 


came from the Committee on Naval Affairs, he did 


Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- | 


tot claim any participation in the honor of its pa- | 


ae On the contrary, it had his opposition in 
eet and had been reported to the Senate 

be = a temporary absence, contrary to his wishes 
a ee: In his view, the bill had no 
2 to ation, either in principle or Sener’ 

= n the contrary, was violative of both. It was 
tended by its friends that its object was em- 
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fairly be regarded as understood or implied. What 
reason, he would ask, was thére for bringing these 
officers into the navy of the United States, that 
would not as well apply to the officers of the army, 
or, indeed, to the civil list? It would be difficult, 
he thought, to discriminate between them. The 
truth was, the officers of Texas, whether belong- 
ing to the army, navy, or civil list, were officers of 
an independent republic. When it ceased to bea 
republic, and became one of the United States, the 
functions of its officers ceased also. The admis- 
sion into the Union of itself created a necessity 
for new officers, with new powers, holding under 
anew tenure. The source of authority ceasing, 
the subordinate powers, of course, ceased with it. 
Again: he would ask if this bill did not interfere with 
the constitutional powers of the President? The 
power of nomination and appointment is vested in 
him alone by the Constitution. Could we, then, 
legislate men into office?—or could we limit and 
circumscribe his range for selection? Congress 
can create ofices, to be sure; but can Congress 
prevent the President from taking an unlimited 
range in the selection of persons to fill those of- 
fices? He apprehended not. But if it were other- 
wise, it was, perhaps, questionable whether, in 
point of fact, there were any officers of the Tex- 
an navy in esse at the time of annexation. Upon 
this point he would not speak with confidence. 
The Senators from Texas were much better ac- 
quainted with the facts than himself, and he should 
defer cheerfully to any statement or correction 
they might make. He had always supposed that 
the navy had been broken up, and the officers dis- 
charged or put on perpetual furlough. The com- 
mander, at least, had been discharged, by the then 
President of Texas, and the fact made known to 
the world by proclamation. This, to be sure, was 
attempted to be reversed afterwards by the Legis- 
lature, but without effect, in consequence of the 
interposition of the veto power of President Jones. 


_If he (Mr. F.) was wrong in these facts, the Sen- 


ators from Texas could correct him. If right, it 
was exceedingly questionable, as he had said be- 
fore, whether there were, in fact, any officers of 


the Pres; . t | the Texan navy in existence at the time of annex- 
le President of the United States to increase the | 


ation. But independently of these considerations, 
it would be exceedingly unjust to the officers of 
our own navy to bring into it the officers of the 
Texan navy, with the rank they then held. Cap- 
tain Moore left the naval service of the United 


| States in 1839, to enlist in a foreign service, for the 


| lantly, it is believed, and won high honors, 


| fairly won, let them be freely enjoyed. 


purpose, it is presumed, among others, of promo- 
ting his own personal interest. He gave up a 
en in one navy, and took a captaincy in 
another. In the service of the latter he fought gal- 
Of | 
They were | 
But did | 
this entitle him to come back into the navy of the |. 


these Mr. F. would not deprive him. 
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United States, and overslauch those who had been 
standing faithfully by the flag of their country, and 
Waiting anxiously for their legitimate turn for pro- 
motion? If Captain Moore should now come into 
the navy of the United States with his present rank, 
he would overslauch ninety-six commanders and a 
large number of lieutenants. Several of these com- 
manders served most gallantly and honorably du- 
ring the last war, and several of them served from 
twelve to fifteen years before Captain Moore enter- 
ed the service as a midshipman. Now, could it 
be just or right to permit Captain Moore to come 
back into a service which he voluntarily left, and 
take command of those under whose command he 
was when he left? It could not be otherwise than 
calling to those gallant officers, and, so far as his 
vote went, should never be permitted. So of the 
junior officers; it would be equally unjust to them. 
The position they hold in the navy they have toiled 
for; and for long, long years, in consequence of the 
great number of our officers, have they been wait- 
ing patiently for their regular turn of promotion to 
arrive. Promotion, the result of an honorable am- 
bition, is an object of which they never lose sight. 
Can it be just to these men to permit others to come 
in from a foreign service, and seriously and mate- 
rially interfere with their legitimate advancement ? 
It would be not only eruel and unjust to them, but 
deeply injurious to the service. For he held it to 
be clear, that you could not thus dampen the ardor 
and honorable ambition of the junior officers with- 
out seriously affecting the service itself. ‘The most 
that could pro erly be asked, he thought, for the 
officers of the Texan navy, was to let them come 
back and occupy the positions they would have 
held if they had never left the naval service of the 
United States. To this extent, if it could be prop- 
erly done, he was willing to go, and no further; 
and for the purpose of having the bill made con- 
formable to this view, he should move to have it 
recommitted, 

At the request of Mr. RUSK, several amend- 
ments submitted by him were ordered to be printed, 
and the further consideration of the bill was post- 
poned tll to-morrow. 


THE WAREHOUSE BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
special order of the day, the warehouse bill. 

Mr. DIX remarked that as the Senator from 
Delaware, [Mr. J. M. Cravron,] had expressed a 
desire to address the Senate on this subject, he 
(Mr. D.) would gladly give way to him. 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON replied that he would 
not now address the Senate on the bill before it, 
because, in his opinion, the tariff bill should first 
be disposed of. The Senator from New York 
was probably, however, prepared to address the 
body; and he (Mr. C.) desired to ask him whether 
the features of this bill were identical with the 
English warehousing law ? 

Mr. DIX replied that he had never advanced 
any such sentiment. He would in the course of 
the remarks which he intended to offer, point out 
the difference between the two systems. 

Mr. CLAYTON said he would be very happy 


. to hear the Senator on these points. He (Mr.C.) 


understood that in Great Britain, when goods were 
entered for warehousing, a declaration was nae 
whether the goods were intended for general con- 
sumption, or for reéxportation, and that bonds 
were required. Did the honorable Senator so un- 
derstand the English regulation ? 

Mr. DIX replied in the negative. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON remarked that he would 
be happy to hear the Senator on that point. 

Mr. BAGBY said, before his honorable friend 
from New York [Mr. Drx] proceeded with the 
main discussion, he begged leave to call his atten- 
tion to a single point, which he (Mr. B,) consid- 
ered of great importance, and upon which his 
vote would greatly depend. Mr. B, did not pro- 
fess to be familiar with commercial topics. The 
pursuits and habits of his life had led him mainly 
in a different direction. But if he understood the 
leading objects and effect of the bill now under 
consideration, they were two-fold. First, to en- 
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courace the navigating interest; and second, to aid | order of business, being the call of the committees 


by substituting, so far as 


t! roporting interest, 
the amount of duties were involved, credit for 
capital. Now, what he desired to know was 


whether, unte the bill was so amended as to be 


confined in its operation to American citizens, the 


principal ben fits of the bill will not enure to for- 
eigen importers and foreign ship-owners, without 
na corresponding benefit to any class in the United 
States? Mr. B. had creat re spect for the opinions 
of the Senator from New York, especially upon 


milli ta of this kind. 


Mir. DEX eaid he would reply to that inquiry in 


the course of his remarks; and then went on to ad- 
aye the Senate at great length, and with charac- 
tei icability, with a view to the refutation of the 
au ments ady uced ny thie Se nator from Connec- 
ticut, (Mr. Husrineron,| and advocating the prin- 
ciples and provisions of the bill. 

fA fall re port of these remarks will be found in 


the Appendix. ] 
Mr. HUNTINGTON submitted a few remarks 


mrepiyv: nd, havine concluded, the Senate pro- 
eeeded to take action on the pending amendments 
to the bill. 

Mr. DIX submitted several amendments, which 


were con rahe re d and acres d to. 

Mr. LEWIS moved to amend the bill by adding 
an additional section, r 

"Nhe question being taken upon the amendment, 
it was avreed to, 


On mation of Mr. J. M. CLAYTON, the bill, 

ns amended, was ordered to be printed. 
ARMY APPROPRIATIONS. 

On motion of Mr. LEWIS, the Senate proceed- 
ed, as in committee of the whole, to the eonsidera- 
tion of the (House) bill making appropriations for 
the support of the army for the fiscal year ending 
June 30th, 1847, which had been reported from the 
Committee on I’ inanes , With amendments. 

‘The amendments, having been read, were avreed 
to. ‘The bill was reported back to the Senate as 
amended, the amendments were concurred in, and 
the bill was ordered to be read a third time. By 
unanimous consent the bill was immediately read 
an third time, and passe l. 7 


MINERAL LANDS OF LAKE SUPERIOR. 


ihe follow inf mess 
Unite d States 


ie from the President of the 
was read, and orders d to be prints d: 


[ commu te herewith a report from the Secretary of 
the ‘Treasury, transmitting a report from the Commissioner 
of Publie Lands, in reply to the resolution of the Senate of 
Md June, 16, calling for information of the progress which 
has t no mede in the surveys of the mineral region upon 
Lake Superior, and within what time such surveys may 
probably be prepared for the sales of the land in that coun 
tt In answer to that portion of the resolution which calls 
for the © views of the Executive respecting the proper mode 


of disposing of said lands, keeping in view the jnterest of the 
United States, and the equitable claims of individuals who, 
under the authority of the War Department, have made im 
provemen thereon, or acquired rights of possession,’ I 
recommend that these lands be brought into market, and 
sold at such price and under such regulations as Congress 
may preseribe, and that the right of pre-emption be secured 
to such persons as have, under the authority of the War 
Department, made improvements or acquired rights of pos 
fession thereon. Should Congress deem it proper to au 
thernze the sale of these lands, a will be necessary to attach 
hem to suitable land districts, and that they be placed nuder 
the management and control of the General Land Office 
other public lands, 


JAMES K. POLK. 
EXPLANATION, 

Mr. CAMERON rose and said that he found 
his vote upon the passage of the graduation bill 
had been recorded in the affirmative, whereas he 
intended to vote, and supposed that he did, in the 
negative. If compatible with the rules of the Sen- 
nte, he we uld like to have the vote corrected, 

Several Senators observing that it was too late to 
make the correction, the Journal having been read 
and approve d, the matter was passed over, and 

Uhe Senate then adjourned. 





flOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, July 9, 1846. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and ap- 
yroved., 

Mr. McCLERNAND moved that the House 
resolve its¢ if into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union (for the purpose of resuming 
the consideration of the graduation bill.) 

Mr. PRESTON KING called for the regular 


for reports. ! 

Mr. CULLOM moved a suspension of the rules 
to enable him to call up a motion (heretofore indi- | 
cated by him) to print an extra number of the 
report of the Committee on Foreign Affairs in 
relation to the causes of the Mexican war. 

‘The motion did not prevail. | 

‘The question recurred, and (after a brief con- | 
versation) was taken, on the motion of Mr. Mc- | 
CLeRNAND, and no quorum voted. 

Mr. COBB asked the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered; and, being taken, were, yeas 108, 
nays 15. 


THE GRADUATION BILL. 


So the House resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Fick- 
Lin, of Hlinois,) in the chair, and resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill to reduce and graduate the 
price of the public lands to actual settlers and cul- 
tivators, 

Mr. GORDON, who was entitled to the floor, 
addressed the committee. Ile avowed himself in 
favor of the | rinciple of a reduction of the price of 
the publie lands to their actual value, but was 
opposed to this bill, as a bill not graduating the 
price of the lands to the ir valne, nor yet a bill to 
vive the lands to actual settlers, but a bill to rive 
the lands to speculators, and the States and Terri- 
tories in which they lie, under the pretext of grad- 
uation. 

Mr PAYNE said the day had past when an ar- 
rument founded upon the natural rights of man to 
his due proportion of the soil on which he lives | 
should be addressed to the House or the country. 
Yet, looking at the question in an abstract point of 
view, it would be very difficult to say how it was 
that a creature of God, placed upon this earth, and 
drawing his subsistence from that earth, should not 
have as much of it as was necessary to supply his 
wants. But this Government had thought proper 
to interfere with this natural law, and place a price 
upon our public lands, 

One dollar and a quarter, he contended, was am- 
ple price for the best unimproved land in the remote 
sections of the country. He spoke from a knowl- 
edyve of the facts. Ele estimated, even at this price 
to commence with, by the time they were cleared 
and brought into proper cultivation, they will have 
cost their full value—some $10 or $12. But as all 
lands were not of equal value, a graduation of the 
price would be just and equitable. 

‘The question then was, what system shall be 
adopted? Mr. P. was not particularly wedded to 
this system. He was willing to go for any reason- 
able one which might be proposed. At the same 
time he would remark, that he was satisfied with 
the one proposed by this bill, with a very slight 
amendment, 

Gentlemen seemed to oppose this bill on the 
ground that the price of all lands was to be reduced 
under it. This was not the case. The present 
minimum of $1 25 would be continued for good 
lands. These would not go below that, but the 
graduations were applicable to inferior lands. Mr. 
P. recounted and defended the graduation provis- 
ions of this bill, It was founded on principles of 
common sense, and of that stern justice which 
should regulate the action of this, if it does not of 
other governments. 

In refererce to the argcument of Mr. Gorpon, 
that this bill would redound to the benefit of specu- 
lators, Mr. P. had no sympathy for them, and he 
differed with him as to the effects of this bill upon 
them. He considered the present system better 
calculated to favor them. The swollen purse of 
the land jobber, aided too frequently by the money- 
ed institutions of the country, was too likely to | 
monopolize the public domain, and then to deal it 
out in parcels, extorting from the poor settler the 
prices which he saw fit to demand. 

With reference to the provision for the cession | 
of lands not sold after exposure to sale for thirty 
years, the presumption, if they were refused for 


_ that time (he said) was, that they were worth no- 


thing—not worth giving away. But he was op- | 
posed to it—to giving, or to a pretence of giving 
to the respective States of this Union. He hoped 
the day would soon come when the respective sov- 
ereignties of this Union would spurn all gifts, or 
semblances of gifts from the General Government. 


He was opposed to this section of the bill; and he || 


would suggest to the chairman of the Committee | 


July 9 
on Public Lands [Mr. McCrernanp] if it wo ld 
not be better—more in accordance with }) 
wishes and the wishes of the country—to 
itso as after thirty years to give it to any 
who would settle on and cultivate it. ’ 
Mr. McCLERNAND said, with the perm ssi 
of his friend from Alabama, he would make a |i. 
explanation. Mr. McC. had reported the bil! feo,, 
the Committee on Public Lands with a full know. 
ledge of all its provisions. The clause of cessin 
as he conceived, involved no constitutional ¢ 
culty. The Constitution evidently contemp! 
that the several States shall occupy the same foo: 
ing of equality and sovereignty, under its provisi 
in all respects whatsoever. The old States elainy, 
and exercised a jurisdictional and proprietary rj. 
over the lands within their limits. To deny , 
new States the same right is to strike at their soy. 
ereignty in a vital point. The power of taxati 
is a vital attribute of sovereignty. The old Sta: 
enjoy this power as well in regard to lands as 
regard to personal property. The new States g 


1S Own 
amend 


Cilizer 


denied this power im regard to the public jands 
before sale, and in several cases after sale, for five 
years. The Federal Government cannot ta 


power beyond the pale of the Constitution, » 
can a State give it, except in the manner prescribed 
by the Constitution; yet, by virtue of compacts 
otherwise than in such prescribed mode, the ye 
States are prohibited this vital power. T'ly 
and strict construction of the Constitution would 
seem to be that the act of admission admits each 
State to the proprietary right of the soil within 
limits, and excludes from their limits the jurisd 
tion of the General Government to prevent tly 
public lands from being entered upon by the citi- 
zen, by civil or criminal proceedings, or by 1) 
tary force. 

Mr. McC. said that he was willing, howey 
for the sake of the success of the measure, and | 
bring to a speedy termination this invasion of S 
sovereignty, to vote for the amendment of his 


friend from Virginia, [Mr. Dromeoore,} wh 
fixed a minimum of five cents per acre upon tly 
lands remaining unsold at the end of thirty years, 
upon the terms of the bill, to the States in which 
such lands may be situated. 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON called the attention of 
his colleague to the amendment he had offered, 
which proposed precisely the provision which 
colleague now suggested—viz: after the land had 
assed through the various gradations, it should 
ye given to those who chose to settle upon it, by 
paying the fees of the officer. 

Mr. PAYNE (resuming) disclaimed all idea 
any imputation on the political orthodoxy of | 
gentleman from Illinois, and recapitulated the } 
sition just laid down. He expressed his satis! 
tion at the amendment of his colleague, and his 
hope that it would receive the sanction of th 
House; and then proceeded to refer to some of thy 
advantages of graduation: 

First, instead of diminishing revenue, the very 
object of this bill was to increase it: First, direct 
ly from the sales of the lands; and second, indi- 
rectly, by the increase of wealth and prosperity 
the western country, and the consequent demand 
for imports, and bringing with them a proportiona’ 
increase of revenue, receivable through the 
tom-house. 

Another advantage to which the statesman, })!\!- 
lanthropist, and patriot, cannot fail to look with 
feelings of pride and exultation is, that it would 
tend to increase the number of the agriculturists 0! 
the country. He disparaged no class or proles- 
sion, yet this was the noblest of all occupations— 
the foundation of all society and of all employ- 
ments. The cultivators of the soil were the main 
reliance of the country in the hour of peril; and if 
the liberties of the country were ever to be troddé 2 
down by some ambitious usurper, the very last 
resistance would be offered by hands which had 
been inured to labor at the plough. He woul, 
then, encourage them by all proper and constitu- 
tional means. 

Again, it was important to the States as 4 - 
ter of revenue, by enabling them to tax the nee 
within their respective limits; and also, Inasmuc” 
as it would tend to complete and perfect thet! 
sovereignty. 

Mr. PAYNE having concluded— 

Mr. SCHENCK obtained the floor. 

Mr. McCLERNAND asked him to yield for 
the purpose of taking up and referring the gradu: 
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yn bill, (which had been received from the Sen- 


ati 
ate.) 
ate. = aa ‘ js 

Mir. SCHENCK declined to yield. He then 
aceeded to address the committee in opposition 
Pp che bill—dwelling on the advantages and bene- 


fts which had resulted from the present land sys- 
vem, and arguing the expediency of letting well 
enough alone. 7 f 

Mr. DARRAGH obtained the floor, but yielded 


at the request of 


Mr. MeCLERNAND, on whose motion the 


committee rose, and took up the bill from the Sen- 
ate to reduce and graduate the price of the public 
iands; Which bill, having been read twice by its 
title. was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

The House then again resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
Mr. Fiexutn, of Illinois, in the chair. 

On motion of Mr. McCLERNAND, the eradu- 
ation bill of the House was laid aside, and the bill 
from the Senate was taken up and read. 

Mr. DARRAGH. addressed the committee in 
favor of the amendment submitted by him. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE gave notice of his intention 
to offer a substitute. 

Mr.G.S. HOUSTON gave notice that he would 
offer the amendment indicated by him yesterday to 
the House bill, as an amendment to the Senate bill. 

Mr. A. JOHNSON gave notice of his intention 
to ofer an amendment, 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Misstssippi, warmly de- 
fended the bill, as a measure of revenue as well as 
of justice alike to the old States and the new, 
and of sound policy, calculated to advance the set- 
tlement, wealth and prosperity of the country, and 


io administer the public lands according to the best 
system. 

‘Mr. VINTON obtained the floor, and yielded 
toa motion to rise; 

Which prevailing, the committee rose and re- 
ported. 

Mr. McCLERNAND offered a resolution pro- 
viding that all debate on the bill should terminate 
to-morrow at twelve o’clock, M. And he de- 
manded the previous question. 

Pending which motion the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Fray, July 10, 1846. 


Mr. TURNEY presented the petition of Lemuel 
P. Montgomery, an officer in the last war with 
Great Britain, asking a pension; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PEARCE presented a petition from the rep- 
resentative of William D. Degges, asking permis- 
sion to institute a suit against the United States for 
the recovery of certain lands erroneously conveyed 
by his executor to the Government; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DIX presented the petition of Jeffries & 
Catterfield, manufacturers of brimstone, asking 
that erude brimstone may not be subject to duty; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
Mr. D. also presented the memoriai of Royal E. 
House, asking the aid of the Government in the 
coustruction of a magnetic telegraph between the 
rues of New York and New Orleans, upon a plan 
invented by him; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

_Mr. D. further presented the memorial of J. D. 
Wyckoff, asking compensation for materials fur- 
hished for the construction of the custom-house at 
‘ew York; which was referred to the Committee 
of Claims, 

_ Mr. MOREHEAD presented a memorial from 
the Kentucky Historical Society, asking the pub- 
vation of an increased number of the works of the 
‘Xploring Expedition; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Library. 

Mr. M. also presented a memorial from the 
same society, asking that books, maps, and scien- 
"ic apparatus, imported for the use of schouls and 

“rary institations may be imported free of duty, 
which Was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
fo PENNYBACKER, from the Committee 
‘ “laims, reported a bill, which was read, and 
passed to the second reading. 

lhe Senate then proceeded to the consideration 


of the bill for the relief of the 1 i 
f al representatives 
of John J. Bulow; when = , 


ae J.M. CLAYTON moved to amend the bill, 
nich he thought would remove all the objections 
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urged against it by the Senators from Florida. 
The amendment, as understood by the reporter, 
was, that the Secretary be authorized to withhold 
payment until it was proved to his satisfaction that 
the place of Bulow was oceupied without his con- 
sent, and that such destruction was in consequence 
of the occupation of the United States troops. 

Mr. YULEE intimated that the amendinent gave 
the bill no greater claims to favor than it had in 
the original draught. He did not think any of the 
leading objections to the bill would be obvy inated by 
the amendment. He was willing, however, to 
test the merits of the question by moving to lav the 
bill on the table. , 

Mr. CLAYTON desired that the amendment 
should be first acted on, and after that he was wil- 
ling that the sense of the 
on the question. 

A long debate ensued, in which Messrs. CLAY- 
TON, PHELPS, YULEE, W ESTCOTT,CASS, 
DAYTON, and others participated; when 

Mr. McDUFFIE moved to lay the bill on the 


table; which motion prevailed, 


THE 


‘ } } ‘ 
Senate should be tested 


ARMY BILL. 


Mr. EVANS moved to reconsider the vote of 
yesterday ordering the bill making appropriations 
for the support of the army to be read a third time. 
The object was simply to amend the bill so as to 
allow that an appropriation of last year should be 
applied to the specifie purpose for which it was 
made. 

Mr. LEWIS, the chairman of the Committee 
on Finanee, inquired if it involved any new ex- 
penditure; and, being informed that it did not, the 
motion of Mr. Evans was agreed to, and the bill 
amended in conformity with his suggestion: and 
was then, by unanimous consent, read a third time 
and passed. 


THE MILITARY ACADEMY. 


Mr. EVANS said there was another appropria- 
tion hill which oueht to be acted on. He alluded 
to the bill making appropriation for the service of 
the Military Academy for the year ending the 
30th June, 1847. . 

Mr. DIX called for the special order, being the 
bill relating to the warehousing system. 

Mr. EVANS honed the bill he had indicated 
would first be considered. It was not one o'clock, 
the hour for taking up the special order, and he 
presumed before that hour arrived the bill and 
amendments could be disposed of. 

The bill was then taken up as amended in com- 
mittee, and, 

The amendments having been read, 

Mr. BENTON objected to the amendment of 
the appropriation of $2,000 for the expenses of a 
board of visiters to the institution. He had two 
objections: the first was, introducing matters of 
legislation in ordinary appropriation bills; and the 
other was, that such a board of visiters as was 
contemplated by the bill was unnecessary. He 
avowed himself as most especially opposed to the 
payment of visiters to West Point. It was within 
his recollection when applications had been urged 
from all parts of the country to be appointed visit- 
ers to West Point Academy, many of whom did 
not even know the necessary terms that were to be 
used. He had rather leave it where it was in the 
beginning of the institution, to persons who re- 
ceived no compensation, and who were far more 


| likely to make efficient and useful examinations. 
| He expressed the hope that the whole amendment 
might be rejected. 


Mr. EVANS was sorry that so small an ap- 
propriation as this asked for in the amendment 


| should not find favor in the sight of the Senator 


from Missouri. He thought the objections urged 
by the Senator did not weigh in the present case. 
The bill before them was not an ordinary appro- 
priation bill, nor did he consider the board by any 
means to involve a useless expenditure. No one, 
he thought could doubt the value of a proper 
examination, and the report made on the improve- 


| ments required in the Academy by a board of com- 


petent visiters. The item objected to by the Sena- 
tor was not to pay the visiters, but simply to allow 
them their daily expenses and transportation, and 
even that at a very low rate. 

Mr. DIX said the bill seemed to bid fair to lead 


‘to along discussion; he must, therefore, move to 


postpone its further consideration, and proceed to | 


the special order 
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Mr. EVANS observed, if the object in postpo- 
ning was for the purpose of examination, he should 
make no objection; but if it were simply to post- 
pone for the purpose of taking up another bill, he 
should object to it. 

Mr. DIX said he had given way for the purpose 
of allowing the bill to be taken up, supposing it 
would oceupy no time; but, being disappointed, he 
should renew his motion to postpone, 

The question having been taken, the vote stood: 
Aves 1S, noes 19, 

The Vice President gave the casting vote in the 
negative. 

Mr. CALHOUN expresst d the hope, ns the bill 
had been allowed to be taken up through the cour- 
tesy of the Senator from New York, |Mr. Dix,} 
that the question would be yielded; but, independ 
ent of courtesy, the time had arrived for proceed 
The 
true course to be pursued was, to take up business 
pertaining tothe morning hour, but when the time 
had arrived for the consideration of the special 
order, the proper course was to take it up and pur- 


ing to the discussion of the special order, 


sue it. 


Lie should, therefore, move to proceed to 
the consideration of the special order: and on that 
question he should ask the yeas and nays 

Mr. EVANS did not understand the matter quite 
so much in the light of courtesy as 


had hee n rep- 
resented. So far 


as his expe rience went, appro 
priation bills had always the preference given them, 

Mr. CALHIOUN moved te lay the bill on the 
table: whieh motion was decided in the affirmative: 
Yeas 24, nays 21. 

Mr. EVANS expressed a wish to be informed 
when the Senator who had now taken charge of 
the bill, proposed to eall it up in order that he 
might be present. 

Mr. CALHOUN said the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Finance not now in his seat, would an- 
swer the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. EVANS rejoined, not so; the bill has now 
been taken out of our hands. 

THE WAREHOUSE SYSTEM. 

The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the warehouse bill: when— 

Mr. SIMMONS rose and addressed the Senate 
at very considerable length against the general fea- 
tures of the bill, and giving it as his opinion that, 
so far from having a tendency to increase the rev- 
enue, it would diminish it at least one-half; that all 
larze cargoes would be in warehouses; that it was 
not calculated to subserve the interests of mod- 
erate capitalists, as had been avowed; but that it 
would make in favor of the large importer. He 
alluded to the present system of cash duties, under 
which every interest had seemed to improve, and 
which very improvement almost seemed to him to 
create oppositi yn. All was gomg on well, why 
not let it alone ? 

After Mr. Simmons closed his remarks, he offered 
an amendment to the bill, the effect of which, as 
the reporter understood it, was to confine the 
operations of the system to the American mer- 
chant. 

Mr. DAVIS then rose and addressed the Senate 
with great force and at much length against the 
idea of action on this bill until the sub-treasury bill 
had been disposed of. It was necessary or unneces- 
sary, precisely as the sub-treasury bill should make 
it, being a measure collateral; and hence it was 
better in his opinion, not to act until the sub-treas- 
ury bill was disposed of. He desired to act ona 
measure of so much importance understandinely. 
Mr. D. then went on to show what he conceived: 
would be the effect of the bill in its present shape. 
He said we had changed from a credit system to 


- cash: and all must have a distinct recollection that 


none were so forward to denounce the credit sys- 
tem as the prominent Democrats of the day. It 
was said that it gave advantages to men of ficti- 
tious capital; that goods would be piled up in the 
warehouses, from thence they would be put up 
under the hammer; and their desks had been piled 
with documents to show that the business of the 
country had passed out of the hands of Americans 
and was entirely absorbed by foreigners; and to 
cet rid of all these evils and frauds they had voted 
for a home valuation and cash duties. 

Mr. DIX made a brief reply, but was entirely 
inaudible in the gallery; at the end of which, how- 


‘ever, the reporter understood Mr. Simmons to 


withdraw his amendment, 
After some remarks from Mr. Bacsr— 
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Mr. HUNTINGTON adverted to the fact that 
jn the printed bill on their tables, as amended, the 
blank was filled up with “three years,’’ but he 
appealed to the recollection of Mr. Dix to say 
whether the question had been decided by the 
Senate. 

Mr. DIX was understood to admit that it had 
not. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON then intimated an inten- 
tion to move to fill the blank with ** two years.’’ 
He desired to make the time as short as po sible 
if the bill was to pass, 
the bill altovether. He asked for the yeas and 
nays, Which were ordered. ; 

Mr. DAVIS was understood to say that he 
should move to fill the blank with one year. 

Mr. DIX moved to fill the blank with three 
years, and on that question, being the largest num 


; 


But he should vote against 


Le r, the vote had pre cedence 

The question having been put, it was decided in 
the negative, as follows: 

VY EAS~--Mesere. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Bagby, Benton, 
Cathoun, Cass, Chalmers, Colquitt, Dickinson, Dix, Hanne 
gan, Houston, Johnson of Louisiana, Lewis, McDutlie, Pen 
nvbacker, Ruck, Sevier, Turney, Wescott, and Yulee—. 

NAY S— Messrs Archer, Atherton, Barrow, Cameron, 
Citley, John M, Clayton, Thomas Clayton, Corwin, Crit 
tenden, Davis, Dayton, Evans, Fairticld, Greene, Hunting 
ton, Jarnagin, Jolinson of Maryland, Mangum, Miller, More 
head, Nil Pearce, Phelps, Semple, Simmons, 
Upham, Webster, and Woodbrida: 2. 

Mr. CALEIOUN rose and addre 
at some leneth in favor of the 
most important measure to the 
navirating interests of 


Sturgeon, 


ssed the Senate 
bill, deeming ita 
commercial and 
intry. The collec- 
tion of duties in cash, he thought, acted most un- 
equally, and was calculated to increase 
very unnecessarily to the consumer. 

Mr. WEBSTER avowed himself as a uniform 
supporter of the warehouse system, still 
thought a bill might be matured that would be of 
considerable advantage to the mereantile commu- 
nity, without prejudice to other interests. Mr. 
W. then went onto give his views at laree, and 
concluded by moving to recommiut the bill to the 
committee, in order that it might be made toassume 
a shape, with the aid of his colleague m matters of 
commercial knowledge and detail, which would be 
likely to secure its passare, 

On this question he demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. : ; 

Mr. DIX hoped the motion would not prevail, 
If there were amendments to be offered on the 
other side, he was willing to give them a hearing, 
and, if he deemed them essential, to adopt them ; 
but to commit the bill at that late stare of the s¢ 
sion micht be to defeat it. Senators would bear 
witness with what assiduity he had endeavored 
from time to time to get up the measure, which 
had been before the Senate for six months. He 
could not now consent to any such proposition. 

A very interesting debate ensued, in 
Messrs. WEBSTER, ARCHER, 
ALLEN, SIMMONS, 


others participated. 


the ce¢ 


burdens 


and 


which 
CALHOUN, 
HUNTINGTON, and 


When, at a late hour, the question was taken on 
the motion of Mr. Wessrer to recommit, and de- 
cided in the affirmative, as follows: 

YEAS —Measrs. Archer, Barrow, Cameron, Cilley, Jolin 
M. Clayton, Thomas Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis, 
Dayton, Evans, Greene, Huntington, Jarnagin, Johnson of 
Louisiana, Johnson of Maryland, Mangum, Miller. More 


head, Niles, Pearce, Simmons, Sturgeon, Upham, Webster, 
and Woodbridg %6. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag 
by, Benton, Bright, Calhoun, Cass, Chalmers, Colquitt, 
Dickinson, Dix, Fairfield, Hannegan, Houston, Lewis, Me 
Dutlie, Pennybacker, Phelps, Rusk, Sevier, Turney, West 
cott, and Yulee—25. 


Mr. BENTON moved to proceed to the consid- 
eration of Executive business amid cries of *'Too 
late! too late!’ 

The motion, however, prevailed; the doors were 
closed; and, after some time spent in secret ses- 
sion, the doors were reopened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, July 10, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved, 


THE GRADUATION BILL. 
The SPEAKER announced the unfinished busi- 


ness to be the resolution offered by Mr. McCtier- , 


NAND, and pending at the adjournment last evening 
providing that all debate ‘in Committee of the 
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W hole on the state of the Union on this bill should 
cease at twelve o’clock this day. 

On which resolution the previous question had 
been demanded. 

Mr. McCLERNAND modified his resolution so 
as to substitute one o’clock for twelve. 

Mr. McKAY suevested two o’clock. 

Mr. MeCLERNAND finally modified the reso- 
lution accordingly. 

Mr. TRUMAN SMITH asked leave to make a 
report. 

The SPEAKER said it could only be done by 
rencral consent. 

Objections were made. 

‘The question recurring on the demand for the . 
previous question, 

Mr. DROMGOOLE asked Mr. McCriernanp 
to withdraw his motion for the previous question, 
so as to admit an amendment prolonging the time 
for discussion until to-morrow at twelve o’clock. 
The debate had taken a new start since the Senate 
bill had come here. Several gentlemen were de- 
sirous to address the committee, and there were 
now, in fact, two bills before it instead of one. 

Mr. MeCLERNAND said it would give him 
leasure to accommodate the gentleman from Vir- 
cinia, [Mr. DromeGoore,] but there were many gen- 
tlemen near him who were anxious that the debate 
should be closed at two o'clock to-day. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE. TIshall vote against it at 
any rate, 

Mr. MeCLERNAND. 
his pleasure. 

The question again recurred on the demand for 
the previous question. 

Mr. MceCLERNAND moved a call of the House; 
which was refused. 

The question on the demand for the previous 
question, was then taken, and there was a second. 

‘The main question was ordered; and, being taken, 
the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. McCLERNAND moved that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 


The centleman can act 


Mr. LEAKE made an ineffectual effort to go into 
Committee of the Whole forthe purpose of proceed- 
ing to the consideration of the private calendar. 
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The motion of Mr. McCriernanpo having been 
avreed to, the Flouse resolved itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
Fickiin, of Illinois, in the chair,) and resumed the 
consideration of the bill from thé Senate * to re- 
duce and graduate the price of the public lands, 
and for other purposes,’’ &c., and is im the follow- 
ing words: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
all public lands which shall have been oifered for sale ten 
years or more on the first day of March, eighteen hundred 
and forty-seven, shall thereafter be subject to entry at one 
dollar per acre, until the first day of March, one thousand 
eight hundred and fifty; all then remaining unsold, shall be 
subject to entry at seventy-five cents per acre until the first 
day of March, one thousand eigit hundred and fifty-three ; 
and all then remaining unsold, shall be subject to entry at 
fiity cents per aere, until the first day of March, one thou- 
sand eight hundred and fifty-six; when they shall be subject 
to entry at twenty-five cents per acre until the first day of 
March, one thousand eight hundred and fifty-nine. 

Sec.2. 4nd he it further enacted, That all public lands 
which, after the first day of Mar one thousand eight hun- 
dred and fortv-seven, shall have been offered for sale ten 
years or more on the first day of March, one thousand eight 
hundred and fifty, shall then be subject to graduation and 
entry, in like manner and at like periods of three years ; and 
that all publie lands whieh shall have been offered for sale 
ten years or more at the next succeeding period, or any sub- 
sequent one, shall be subject in like manner to graduation 
and entry, at like periods of three years, as they consecu- 
tively oceur: Provided, ‘That no one person, under the pro- 
visions of this act, shall be authorized to purchase more than 
one section at the two lowest rates of fifty and twenty-five 
conts per aere, 

Sec. 3. dnd heit further enacted, That upon every reduc- 
tion in the prices of said lands which shall take place by the 
graduating process of this act, the occupants or settlers upon 

iny of the said lands shall have the right of preémption at 
such graduated or reduced prices, which right shall extend 
to a period of six months from and after the dates of which 
the respective graduations shall take place ; and any land not 
entered by the respective occupants or settlers within that 
period, shall be liable to be entered or purehased by any 
other person until the next graduation or reduction in price 
shall take place, when it shall, if not previously purchased, 
be again subject to the right of preémption for six months, as 
before, and so on from time to time, as said reduction shal 
take place: Provided, That nothing in this act contained 
shall be construed to interfere with any right which has ac- 
crued or may accrue by virtue of any act granting preémp- 
tions to actual settlers upon the public lands. 

Seo. 4. And be it further enacted, That all acts and parts 






i. 


, party. 


and atter the day of sale be, and the same 
pealed. 


Mr. VINTON was entitled to t 
yiclded for the moment to— 


Mr. McDOWELL, of Virginia, who ea 


tice of an amendment, in explanation of why 


said a few words (scarcely heard by 


The amendment was read as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of 
of the Unitei Stutes of America in Congress 


_Suly 10, 


' of acts as provide for an exemption from the impositi 
taxes upon land sold by the United States for five year. ; 


ny 


2 are heres 
he floor, but 


Ve no- 
} : as 
the re portey 
’ Rey resentat 


asseinbled T 


ail the public lands which shall have been offered toy 
tea years or more, on the first day of March, 1847, <9) 
subject to entry at one dollar per acre, on and alter te 


day, until the first of Mareh, 1849; that 
have been offered for filleen years or more 
March, 1847, shall be subject to entry at s 


per acre, on and alter that day, until the 


all whieh « 
>» OW said fj 
‘venty five 

first of May 


1849; that all wich shall have been offered for py 
years or more by and before the time aforesaid, shal} bo ., 
ject to entry at fifty cents per acre from that time until; 


fir-t of March, 1849; and that all the resid 
lands which shall have been offered for twe 
more, and be still unsold on the first of M 
be subject to entry at twenty-five cents pe 
first of March, 1849. 


ue of th pn 
Hty-five years 
arch, 1847, sha 
or aCTe, Ut 


Be it further enacted, That every person applying to enter 
any of the aforesaid Jands according to the provisions oft 


act, shall be required first to make affidavit 
ter or receiver of the proper land office, 
affidavit under all the pains and penaltie 
false swearing, that he or she enters the sai 
own use, with the bona fide purpose of 
upon and cultivating it, or of adding it t 
land actually owned and occupied as a resi 


before the re 
and so to ja 
s ot law ag 
ne tor his or 
actually sett! 
ysOme adj 
den “© by iim 


her, and that, together with the land thus entered, he « 


has not acquired from the United States under the 
sions of this act more than three hundred aud twenty ; 


according to the public surveys thereof. 

Be it also enacted, That nothing herein ec 
construed to prevent any person from er 
chasing the public lands at $1 25 per acre 


yntained shall | 
itering and | 
« AS HOW au 


rized and provided by law; nor shall anything herein eo 


tained be construed to interfere with any 
acerued by virtue of any act granting pre- 
settlers upon the public lands. 

Be it further enacted, That the quantity o 
President of the United States shall hereaft 


offer tor sale in any one year, shall not exceed 


acres. 


sage. 


This act shall go into force froin a 


ngat which 
mption to act 


fland whieh t 
er proclaim a 
OOO 


id alter its | 


Mr. VINTON then resumed the floor, and 


dressed the committee in opposition t 
remarked that the subject was a ve 
this House, having been here, undé 
for twenty years or more. During 
Senate had repeatedly given its san: 
of this description, but it had as u 
rejected here. And of all the deb 
taken place on this question, he did 


o the Lill. Ee 
ry old one 
n disc iSSl 
that time t 


‘tion to at 


niformly bes 


ates that 


not think t 


there had been any better than those to which w 


had listened on thts occasion. 
This public land system was older 


than the € 


stitution under which Congress was sitting. T 
who made that system had two great objects 


view—first, to make it, not only du 
or our day, but during the day of 


ring their cay 


their poste 


and of our posterity, until the great work of f 


up the population should be accom, 
of the revenue of the nation; and at 


lishe d, a 
the same t 


so to carry on this process of selling the pu 


domain as in the fastest manner possible to f 


population and subject the domain t 
murposes of civilized man, It wasa 


o the uses 


system WI 


iad never belonged to the Whig or Democr 


It had never been made a party ques! 


here, and he could not bring himself to believe & 
it was now, for the first time, to be made the crea- 


ture of party. He believed it woul 


free from it. 


Mr. V., now remarking that the argume 


d still be ke; 


wt 


the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Couiamer) 


rendered it unnecessary for him to g 
tails which he should otherwise have 
proceeded to present some general 


yInto some | 
> entered u) 
views In re 


tion to the operation of the land system, and w! 


would govern his course in voting, 
to do, against the passage of this bi 


Mr. JACOB THOMPSON (in 


Mr. V.’s remarks) inquired of him whether 


believed it to be the duty of the ¢ 


lane 
up and reserve them from sale. 


Mr. VINTON. 


I say it is the duty of 


as he designed 
ll 


the course 
he 


rovernment 


. : . . snhlic 
ee a policy which would dispose of the vs 
s, or to adopt a policy which should hold the: 


this 


Government, as a trustee, to dispose of the pub 
lands for what they are fairly worth. And I 2 
even further, and say that if we car 
price would in the greatest degree 
growth of population and the civi 
country, that is even a more impor 
tion than the price. 


1 find out whe 
accelerate | 
lization of th 
tant considers- 
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Mr. McCLERNAND addressed the committee 

advocacy of the bill generally, and in reply to 

\r. VINTON and others. i ; 

\fr, BROCKENBROUGH advocated the bill, 

. a measure of justice to the settlers of our new 

ds. and of general equity, contending that the 

js should be sold at their intrinsic value, and 
_oudiating the idea that the Government, in char- 
er of speculator, should demand an enhanced 

ce, in consequence of adjacent improvements 
| settlement. He replied to objections raised 
vainst the bill by Mr. Vinton, Mr. Srepuens, 
and others. . 
"Mr. RATHBUN read from a table before him 

. statement of the respective quantities of land 
remaining unsold, after exposure for different spe- 
ofied periods; going to show, as he contended, 
chat time is no test of value. He gave many other 
vqusties of the lands; and argued that the effect 
ofthis bill, by throwing some seventy-two million 

-yes into market at the graduated prices, would 
forever prevent further sales, other than at the 
minimum price. He would consent to a gradua- 
son according to fair value, and under all proper 
vestrictions; but approved of retaining the main 
features of the existing land system, which had 
worked generally so well. He gave notice of a 
cabstitute amendment he should offer when in 
order. 

Mr. SAWYER also gave notice of his printed 
substitute for the bill. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, of Alabama, followed in ad- 
voeacy of the bill, expounding and advocating its 
eneral principles, and ‘referring to its beneficent 

ractical Operation in the Chickasaw country, 
where it has been applied, as contrasted with the 
elects of the general law in the Choctaw territory, 

ithe Stateof Alabama, and generally. He urged 
the bill as tending to promote settlement, the gen- 
eral ends of equity, and the prosperity of the coun- 
iy. This was no new system; a distinguished 
senator from Missouri [Mr. Benton] was the 
‘ther of it; and his masterly argument in its sup- 
port, when first introduced many years ago, he had 
yever heard answered. 

Mr. DODGE read from a register of former pro- 
ceedings of Congress, an amendment to a land bill 

posing the principle of graduation embodied in 
‘us bill,and purporting to have been offered by Mr. 
Vivton. Ele inquired of that gentleman if this 
was correct ¢ 

Mr. VINTON explained that he had offered it 
as a better proposition than the bill then under con- 
sideration, and which it was generally supposed 
would pass. But his speeches uniformly showed 
tuat he oceupied the opposite side. 

Mr. DODGE proceeded to advocate the bill, 
reading further from former debates on the pre- 
emption bill, especially a reply of Mr. Polk to 
Mr. Vinton, which latter gentleman, he said, had 
aways occupied similar ground in opposition to 
the preemption law that he now brought against 
‘us. His Territory felt no particular interest in 
this bill; but he urged it as a matter of justice, 
‘iriet justice, which, however it might be defeated 
iow, (as appeared probable from the clamor that 
iad been raised against it,) would hereafter force 
8 way on the ground of its intrinsic merits, and 
ust ere long become a law. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Mississippi, vindicated this 
juesuon as one that ought to soar far above all 
jarty considerations, and as one involving the dis- 
‘iarge of a high and important trust with which 

s Government had been invested in regard to 
‘iese lands. They were authorized to ‘‘dispose’’ 
*' these lands, and it should be ata fair price. A 

‘urtof equity, if it could be brought under their 
‘ognizance, would compel the Government to dis- 
pose of these refuse lands at reduced prices. Much 

id veen said about the vast amount—the 133,000,- 
‘0 of acres of public land now in market; but the 
‘ct Was, not over 33,000,000 of this was worth 
“iything, or would ever be sold. But very few of 
‘ie public lands now subject to entry were worth 
‘1.29 peracre. Alabama and Mississippi had paid 
"uiions of dollars more than their actual value for , 
“ie public lands within their respective limits. He 
plied to arguments of gentlemen who had prece- 
ced him, and expressed the hope that this system 


“Wostitute in lieu thereof a system which would 
‘ad to the settlement and development of the re- 


“urees of the country, and greatly enhance the 
revenue from this source. 


_ THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. McDOWELL, of Virginia, obtained the 
floor—but five minutes remaining of the time allot- 
ted to debate—and devoted that brief period to an 
explanation of the provisions of his proposed sub- 
sutute, (which will be found in another column,) 
and to an advocacy of it, as, in his opinion, best 
designed to accomplish the three-fold object the 
Government had in view in accepting this trust— 
viz: to dispose of those lands for revenue, to sub- 
ject them as rapidly as possible to State jurisdic- 
tion, and to bring them within reach of actual set- 
tlers at their fair value. 

The hour of two having arrived, the committee, 
in pursuance of the order of the House, proceeded 
to vote on all amendments pending, or to be offered. 

Mr. A. JOHNSON moved to strike out from 
the first section of the bill the followine wore 
‘Until the first day of March, 1859.” 

The amendment—by ayes 58, noes 80—was re- 
jected. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF moved to amend the 
same section by making the year in the seventh 
line read 1852, instead of 1850. Rejected. 

Mr. SAWYER offered the following amend- 
ment to the third section: 

And be it further provided, That every person applying 
to enter any of the aforesaid lands of the United States, 
under the provisions of this act, shall be required first to 
make atiidavit before the register or receiver of the proper 
land oflice that he or she enters the same tor his or her own 
use, for the purposes of actual settlement and cultivation 
by and for iin or herself, or for the use of an adjacent farm 
or plantation owned and occupied by him or herself; and 
that, together with said entry, he or she has not acquired 
from the United States, under the provisions of this act, 
more than three hundred and twenty acres of land, aceord- 
ing to the public surveys thereof; and if any person taking 
such oath, by affidavit, shall swear falsely in the premises, 


ts 


Ade 


he or she shall be subject to all of the pains and penalties | 


of perjury: Provided, That nothiug lerem contained shall 


be construed to prevent any porsou from entering or pur- | 


chasing the lands of the United States at tiie price of one 
dollar and twenty-five. cents per acre, as now authorized 
and provided by law. ‘This act shail take efiect six months 
from and aiter its passage. 


The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. G.S. HOUSTON now offered the amend- 
ment of which he gave notice yesterday. (See 
page 1071.) 

Mr. A. JOHNSON moved the following amend- 
ment to the amendment: 


That every person, who is the head of a family, shall, from 
and after the passage of this act, be entitled to enter, free 
of cost, one quarter section of vacant and unappropriated 
public land, or a quantity equal thereto, to be located ina 
body, in couformity with the legal subdivisions of the public 
lands. 

Sec. 2. 4nd be it further enacted, That the person apply- 
ing for the benefit of this act shall, upon application to the 
register of the Jand office in which he is about to make such 
entry, make attidavit before the said register that he is the 
head of a family, and destitute of means to purchase a quan- 
tity equal to a quarter section of land, aud shall, in addition 
thereto, furnish a certificate of three respectable houschold- 
ers that he is a poor man, the head of a family, and of good 
moral character; and, making the affidavit above required, 
and filing this certificate with the register, he shall there- 
upon be permitted to enter the quantity of land already spe- 
citied: Provided, however, That no certificate or receipt shall 


be given, nor patent issued therefor, until the expiration of | 


four years from the date of entry; and if at the expiration of 
such time the person making such entry shall prove by 
two credible wituesses that he has continued to reside upon 
and cultivate said land, and still resides upon the same, and 


has not alienated the same, or any part thereot, then in such | 


case he shall be entitled to a certificate and patent as in other 
cases. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That on the expiration 
of four years from the date of the register’s certificate, the 
applicant, or his or her attorney, may apply for and obtain a 
patent for the land: Provided satisfactory proof is made to 
the register that the applicant is residing on the land for 
which the patent is required. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the register shall 
keep a registry of all such entries, and make return thereof 
to the General Land Oifice, together with the proof upon 
which they have been founded. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That all lands entered 
by, and granted to, any person under the provisions of this 
act free of cost shall be and remain forever exempt and free 
from the debts and liabilities of the person to whom the 
same shall be granted, and from all levies, seizures, and 
sales of every kind for, and on account of, such debts and 
liabilities. And such lands, upon the death of the person to 
whom the same shall have been granted, shall descend to, 
and the right and title thereto shall be vested in, the widow 


and children of the person to whom the lands were granted | 


unde: the laws in such cases of the State in which the lands 
shall be situated. 


The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. DARRAGH offered the following as an 


| amendment to the amendment: 
“! injustice and impolicy would be abandoned, and |, 


That from and after the first day of November, 1846, any 
citizen of the United States, and any female, the widow or 


| daughter of any citizen of the United States, above the age 


of eighteen years, who may desire tomake a settlement and 
habitation upon, and to cultivate public lands of the United 
States, subject to entry for the term of ten years prior to 
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that date, and remaining unsold and not reserved from sale, 
orsubjeet to preémption in favor of any other person, he or 
sue may file his or her application in writing with the regis- 
ter ot the land district in which said lands shall lie, speeity- 
ing the township, range, section, and sectional subdivision 
of said lands; and upon his or her adducing satistactory 
proof to the register aforesaid, and to the receiver of the 
same district, that no other person has settled upon said 
lands, which proof shall be filed with said register, then the 
said register and reeciver shall issue to such applicant a 
certificate, reciting that upon the continued babitation and 
cultivation of said lands by said applicant, or should he or 
she have died, by his or her heirs, for the term of three 
years from and after the date of said certificate, and upon 
proof thereof being made within sixty days after the expira- 
tion of said term, to such register and receiver as afore said, 
such applicant, or if he or she shall have died, his or her 
heirs, shail be entitled to said lands, and a patent shall issue 
theretor to said applicant, or his or ber heirs, without anv 
charge therefor: Provided, however, That in no case shail 
anupplication be made, or certificate or patent be issued, in 
fuvorof the same person for more than a quarter ofa section 
of said lands: .dad provided, also, That it the right of said 
applicant, or bis or her heirs, to such lands, shall in any ease 
be sold, assigned, or transterred, before the said patent shall 
be issued, Which sale shall be null and void; nor shall said 
right to said lands be subject to sale by or under any process 
at law, or in equity, prior to said patent being issued, 

“ind be it further enacted, That it shall be unlawful for any 
person, except the applicant aforesaid, or his or her heirs, 
as aforesaid, to settle upon a quarter section of land, tor 
Which a certificate shall have issued as aforesaid, and such 


illegal settlement shall in wo case give such person any right 
to such lands, 


The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

And the amendment of Mr. G.S. Houston was 
rejected, 

Mr. A. STEWART offered a substitute, which 
was not now in order. 


The question now recurred on the following sub- 
stitute of Mr. DromcGoo.e: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause, and in- 
sert the following in lieu thereof: 


That all the lands of the United States which shall have 
been in market for ten, or more than ten, years prior to the 
tiine of application to enter the same under the provisions of 
this act, and still remaining unsold, shall be subject to sale 
at the price of one dollar per acre. And all of the lands of 
the United States which shall have been in market for fif- 
teen or more than fifteen years, as aforesaid, and still remain- 
ing unsold, shall be subject to sule at the price of seventy- 
five cents per acre. And all of the lands of the United States 
which shall have been in market for tWenty or more than 
twenty years, as atoresaid, and still remaining unsold, shall 
be subject to sale at the price of filty cents per acre. And 
all of the lands of the United States which shall have been 
in market for twenty-five or more than twenty-five years, as 
aforesaid, and still remaining unsold, shall be subject to sale 
at the price of twenty-five cents per acre. And all of the 
lands of the United States which shall have been in market 
at the passage of this act, or at any time thereafter, for any 
period of thirty or more thay thirty years, and still remain- 
ing unsold, shall be, and the same are hereby, made subject 
to entry for the entire quantity, and not otherwise, by the 
States respectively in which such lands lie, at the price of 
five cents per acre. 

Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That every person ap- 
plying to enter any of the aforesaid lands of the United 
States, under the provisions of this act, shall be required 
first to make affidavit before the register or receiver of the 
proper land ottice, that he or she enters the same for his or 
her own use, for the purposes of actual settlement and cul 


tivation by and for him or herself, or for the use of an adja- 


cent farm or plantation owned and occupied by him or her- 
self: and that, together with said entry, he or she has not 
acquired froni the United States, under the provisions of 
this act, more than three hundred and twenty acres of land, 
according to the public surveys thereof; and if any person 


taking such oath, by affidavit, shall swear falsely in the 
| premises, he or she shall be subject to all of the pains and 


penalties of perjury: Provided, That nothing herein con- 
tained shall be construed to prevent any person from enter- 
ing or purchasing the lands of the United States at the price 
of one dollar and twenty-five cents per acre, as now autho- 
rized and provided by law: 4nd provided, also, That the 
quantity of land which the President of the United States 
shall hereafter proclaim and offer for sale, in any one year, 
shall not exceed five millions of acres. This act shall take 
effect six months from and after its passage. 


Mr. BRINKERHOFF moved to strike out all 
after the words ‘per acre’’ in the J5th line of the 
Ist section. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The question recurring on the proposed substi- 
tute 

Mr. RATHBUN moved to amend it by striking 
out all after the word ‘‘that,’’ in the first section, 
and inserting the following: 


That all public lands which shall have been offered for 
sale ten vears or more on the first day of March, eighteen 
hundred and forty-seven, shall thereafter be subject to entry 
at one dollar per acre, until the first day of March, one 
thousand eight bundred and fifty-seven; all then remaining 
unsold, shall be subject to entry at seventy-five cents per 

e. 
i 2. And he it further enacted, That hereafter there 
shall not be brought into market in any one year a quantity 
of publie land exceeding three and a half millions of acres, 

Sec. J. nd be it further enacted, That all acts and parts 
of acts as provide for an exemption from the imposition of 
taxes upon land sold by the United States for five years from 
and after the day of sale, be, and the same are Lereby, re- 
pealed. 





et 


1075 


The amendment, by ayes 29, noes not counted, 
was reject d. 

Mr. DANIEL offered the following amendment 
to the substitute; which amendment was rejected: 

Strike out all after the enacting words, and insert 
the toliowimng 


lands which shall have been offered for 
of March, l847, «hall 


That all publ 
sale ten vears or more on the (iret da 
ther ter be cubject to entry at one suntiltie 
first dey of March, 1657; all then remaming unsold shall 


qereatier b ubject to entry at 
Virginia, offered the 


Mr. McDOWELL, ot 


j 1 
PUDISIed above, 


aotllar per act 


eventy-iive cents per acre, 


at nendment which ib 

The amendment, by ayes 49, noes SU), was re- 
serted ’ 

Mr. VANCE 
ruled out of 
ter of the bi 

Mr. VANCE appealed 

And tiie deci toil of the Chau by UVES 40, LES 
way Wi +s athrmed., : ; 

Mr. Li \ ML! N offered AS All Ine ndment to the 
ibstitute, the amendment of Mr. McDowr xt, of 


Vit rina, 


fications of an additional section, and of one ciause 


' } 
Wirich was 


: ' 
iit red an amendiven 


order, a8 irrelevant to the subject-imat- 


(heretofore voted down,) with the modi- 


> . 
stmmc ken out. Rejected, 


The question then reecurre l,and was taken, on 
the substitute of Mr. Dromeooter, and it was re- 
jected, 
Mr. McK AY offered a substitute for the bill. 
The 


decided the amendment to be in order. 


point of order was raised, and the Chair 
An appeal 
was taken, and, by ayes 61, noes, 71, the decision 
wus reversed, 

So the amendment of Mr. McKay was not « li- 
tertained 

The committee then rose, and reported the Sen- 
ate bill to the House without amendment. 

And the question being on ordering it to a third 
reading, 


Mr. WENTWORTH demanded the previous 
question. 

There was a second. 
Was orde red. 

Mr. EWING, of Pe nnsylvania, indicated, but 
did not persist in a motion that the bill be laid on 
the table. 

Mr. GORDON made that motion. 

And the question being taken, the House deter- 
mined that the bill should not be laid on the table. 

The question recurring on ordering the bill toa 
third reading. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON asked the yeas and 
nays, which were ordered, 

Mr. MeCLERNANDdesired Mr. Wentrwortn 
to withdraw the demand for the previous question, 
so as to enable him (Mr. McC.) to offer an amend- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER said the gentleman could not 
now withdraw the motion. 

Mr. COBB moved a reconsideration of the vote 
by which the main question had been ordered. 

But the House refused to reconsider the vote. 

The question again recurred, and was taken, on 
ordering the bill to a third reading, and the vote 
resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Mesers. Stephen Adams, Bedinger, James A, 
Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Brockenbrough, William 
G. Brown, Burt, Catheart, Augustus A. Chapman, Reuben 
Chapman, Chase, Chipman, Cobb, Cattom, Cunningham, 
Dargan, Darragh, Douglass, Dromyoole, Dunlap, Faran, 
Fieklin, Pres, Giles, Hamlin, Haralson, Harmanson, Hen 
ley, Hoge, Hough, George 8. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, 
James B. Hunt, James H. Johnson, Andrew Johnson. G. 
W. Jones, Kaufman, Leake, La Sere, Lumpkin, Maclay, 
MeCielland, MeClernand, MeConnell, Joseph J. Me Dowell, 
MeGaughey, MeKay, John P. Martin, Barkley Martin, Mor 
ris, Mearse, Moulton, Norris, Owen, Parrish, Payne, Perrill, 
Phelps, Pillsbary, Retfe, Rhett, Roberts, Sawyer, Seddon, 
Leonard H, Sims, Simpson, Thomas Suuth, Caleb B. Smith, 
Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, St. John, Strong, 
Thomasson, Jacoh Thompson, Tibbatts, Tredway, Went 
worth, Wick, Woodward, and Yane« a 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincey Adams, Arnold, 
Atkinson, Barringer, Benton, Biggs, Blanchard, Brodhead, 
Milton Brown, Butlington, John H. Campbell, John G. 
Chapman, Clarke, Cocke, Collamer, Collin, Cranston, Cro 
zier, Damel, G. Davis, Delano, De Mott, Dillingham, Dixon, 
Dobbin, Dockery, Edsall, Ellsworth, Erdman, J. H. Fwing, 
Edwin H. Ewing, Foot, Garvin, Gentry, Giddings, Goodvear, 
Gorton, Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Grover, Hampton, Har- 
per, Elias B. Holmes, John W. Houston, Hudson, Hanger- 
ford, Washington Hunt, J. R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, Joseph 
Johnson, Damel P. King, Preston King, Thomas B. King, 
Leib, Lewis, Long, MeClean, MeCrate, James MeDowell, 
Metleurvy, Melivaine, Marsh, Miller, Moseley, Niven, Pen- 
d n, Ramsev, Rathbun, Reid, Ritter, Julius Rockwell, J. 
\. Rockwell, Root? Sawtelle, Seammon, Schenck, Sever- 
mice, Tratan Smith, Albert Smith, Stephens, Stewart, 
Strohin, S - Thompson, Tilden, Toombs, Trumbo, 
Vinton, Wheaton, White, Williams, Winthrop, 


And the main question 


vKea, Ja 


Varnes, 
Woodrull, Young, and Yost—99. 
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So the bill was rejected. 


Mr. DANIEL moved a reconsideration of the 
vote, and demanded the previous question, which 
was seconded; and the main question was ordered. 

A motion to adjourn was made, and rejected. 

‘The question recurring on the reconsideration, 

Mr. BRODHEAD asked the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered, 

Mr. MeCLERNAND desired Mr. Danser to 

tate what his object was in moving the reconsid- 
eration. 

Mr. DANIEL rose to reply amidst loud cries to 
ord he 
‘Vhe SPEAKER said no remarks were in order. 

if Mr. Danie. made any reply, not a word 
reached the reporter’s car. 

The question, *° Shall the vote by which the bill 
was rejected be reconsidered s” was then taken, 
and the vote stood yeas Sy, Hays du: {a ue. | 

‘Phe SPEAKER voted in the afiirmative, making 
yeas 90, nays 5d—as follows: 

YbLAS—Mersis. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, 
Bicus, James A. Black, Bowiu, Boyd, Briukeruoil, brock- 

bough, Wiliam G. Brown, Burt, Cathcart, Augustus A. 

hapman, Reuben Chapman, Chese, Chipman, Clarke, 
Cunningham, Daniel, Dargan, Dobbin, 


Diomgoule, Dumap, Paran, Pickin, Prics, Giles, 


tuin, Haralson, Harmanson, Henley, Hoge, Hopains, 
score B. 


iston, Edmund W. Hubard, James B. Hunt, 


, 
Becinger, 





vo, Cullou, 


Janes H. Jolson, Josep Johnson, Andrew Johnson, 
Goorge W. Jones, Kaufman, Leake, La Sere, Luoipkin, 
Maclay, McClelland, MeCiernand, MeCouneit, Joseph J. 
vie Dowell, Jas. McDowell, Meikay, Join P. Martin, Barkley 


Martin, Morris, Morse, Moulton, Norris, Owen, Parish, 
Payne, Porril, Pielps, Pillsbury, Reid, Reite, Ruett, Roberts, 
Sawyer, Seammou, Seddoa, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, 
Paowas Smith, Rovert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, St. 
Jolin, Strong, ‘Thomasson, Jacob Thompson, Pibbatts, ‘Tred- 
way, Wentworth, Wick, Woodward, and Yancey—ty, 

NAY S—Mesers. Abbott, Johu Quincy Adams, Barringer, 
Benton, Blanchard, Brodhead, Milton Browu, Kuitingwn, 
Join HL. Campbeil, Jonnu G. Chapman, Cocke, Collamer, 
Collin, Crausion, Crozicr, Garrett Davis, Deiano, De Miou, 
Dillingham, Dixon, Dockery, Edsall, Eilsworth, Erdinan, 
John UU. Ewing, Eawin H. Ewing, Foot, Garvin, Gentry, 
Giidings, Goodyear, Gordon, Grahwu, Grider, Grinnell, 
Grover, Hampton, Harper, E. B. Holmes, J. W. Houston, 
Hudson, Hungertord, Washington Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
Jenkins, Daniel P. King, Presion King, Thomas Butler 
King, Leib, Lewis, Long, McClean, McCrate, McHenry, 
Melivaine, Marsh, Miller, Moseley, Niven, Pendleton. 
Ramsey, Rathbun, Ritter, Julius Rockwell, Johu A. Roek- 
well, Root, Sawtelle, Schenck, Severance, ‘Lruman Saith, 
Albert South, Stephens, Stewart, Strohim, Sykes, Janes 
Thompsoau, ‘Tilden, ‘Toons, Trumbo Vance, Vinton, 
Wheaon, White, Williams, Winthrop, Woodrull, Young, 
and Vost—2¥. 

So the vote was reconsidered. 

And the question then again recurred, ‘* Shall 
this bill be ordered to a third reading ?”’ 
Mr. COBB otlered the following amendment, 
VIZ: 

That all of the lands of the United States which shall have 
been in market for ten or more tian ten years prior to the 
tine of appheanon to enter the same under the provisions 
of this act, and stil remaining unsold, shall be subject to 
ale at the price of one dollar peracre. And all of the lands 
of the United States which shall have been in market for 
fifteen or more Uian fifteen years, as aforesaid, and still 


remaining unsold, shall be subject to sale at the price of 


seventy-five cents per acre. And all of the lands of the 
United States which shall have been in market for twenty 
or more than twenty years, as aforesaid, and still remaining 
unsold, shail be subject to sale at the price of tifty cents per 
acre. And all of the lands of the United States which shall 
have been in market for twenty-five or more than twenty- 


five years, as aforesaid, and still remaining unsold, shall be | 


subject to sale at the price of twenty-five cents per acre. 
Sec. 2. ednd te it further enucted, That every person 

applying to enter any of the avoresaid lands of the United 

States, under the provisions of tas act, shall be required 


first to make affidavit before the register or receiver of the | 
proper land offee that he or she enters the same for his | 


or lier Own use, for the purpose of actual settlement and 
eultivation by and for him or herselt, or for the use of an 
adjacent farm or plantation owned and oecupied by him or 
herselfS and that together with said entry, he or she has not 


acquired from the United States, under the provisions of 


this act, more than three hundred and twenty acres of land, 
necording to the public surveys thereor; and if any person 
taking such oath, by affidavit, shall swear falsely in the 
premises, he or she shall be subject to ail of the pains and 
penalties of perjury: Provided, That nothing herein con- 
tained shall be construed to prevent any person from enter- 
ing or purchasing the lands of the United States at the price 
of one dollar and twenty-five cents per acre, as now autho- 
rized and provided by law: dnd provided, also, That the 
quantity of land which the President of the United States 
shall hereafter proclaim and offer for sale in any one year 
shall net exceed five million of acres. This act shall take 
eflect six mouths from and after its passage. 


And Mr. C. demanded the previous question. 
Some conversation took place on a point of order, 


in which Messrs. RATHBUN, COLLAMER, ' 


and the SPEAKER participated. 


The question then recurred on the demand for || 


the oe question. 


N 


July 11, 


proposed amendment be laid on the t 
asked the yeas and nays. 
A motion was made that the House ad 
which, by ayes 81, noes 80, was agreed to. 
So the House adjourned. r 


< 
abie, and 


journ; 





IN SENATE. 
Sarunpay, July 11, 1846. 

A message was received from the Presiden: og 
the United States announcing a report from the 
Department of War, in relation to the survey m ey 
by the United States Engineers of the coast , 
Texas. 

Mr. HOUSTON moved that 2,000 extra eo, 
of this report be printed; which was evreed to. 

But the vote was afterwards reconsidered op 
motion of Mr. Houston. 

Mr. DIX, from the Committee on Commere; 
to whom had been recomuitted yesterday the [i)j 
relating to the warehouse system, reported baci 
the same with two amendments. The first was to 
secure payment by compelling merchants to giy, 
bonds, and the second to limit the time for th: 
foods to remain m store to one year. "These 
amendments had been made at the suggestion of 
the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Davis.) 
He desired to say that he should call up the bill 
at one o’clock, not with a view that a final vote 
should be taken to-day, but to allow Senators who 
might be disposed to continue the discussion to 
do So. 

Mr. GREENE, from the Committee on Rey. 
lutionary Claims, made a report; but the nan. 
could not be distinetly heard. 

The bill to authorize the President to increase 
the navy of the United States by adding thereto 
the navy of Texas, next came up for consideration; 
when 

Mr. HUNTINGTON said that the bill bad 
been amended and the amendments ordered to he 
printed, which had not yet been placed on their 
tables; he hoped, therefore, the bill might be 
passed over for the present, and the more particu- 
larly as there were so many vacant seats. 

Mr. RUSK assented to the suggestion. 

The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill for the relief of Ross Winans. 

The bill led to a long discussion, when an amend 
ment was moved by 

Mr. WESTCOTT; after which the bill was 
finally postponed until Monday next. 

The bill for the relief of Henry Gardner and 
others, directors of an association called the New 
England and Mississippi Land Company, was 
taken up, and made the special order for Saturday 
next. 

Mr. CASS gave notice that he should move to 
call up the bill relating to the sale of the mineral 
lands on Monday next, declaring it to be one of 
great importance to Michigan, as well as other 
States. 

The bill to amend the act entitled ‘* An act for the 
regulation of seamen on board of the public and 
private vessels of the United States,’’ passed May 
3, 1813, was taken up, and, after some discussion 
between Mr. DICKINSON and Mr. BREESE, 
was postponed until Monday. 

Mr. HOUSTON, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, reported the cost of printing Lieut. Abert’s 
report of his expedition among the Camanches. 

On motion of Mr. CASS, 2,000 extra copies, 
and 100 extra for the use of the Topographical bu- 
reau, were ordered to be printed. 

The bill to provide for the payment of the ev: 
dences of public debt in certain cases came uy}; 
when 

Mr. EVANS explained the object of the bill, 
which was to provide for the payment of certain 
treasury notes purloined from the custom-house at 
New Orleans which had fallen into the hands of 
innocent parties, through the neglect of the proper 
officers to have cancelled them in such manner 8s 
to have prevented them from being recirculated. 

| Mr. E. said that every necessary guard had been 
thrown round the bill to prevent advantage being 
taken of it. 

Mr. BENTON intimating that the bill must lead 
to discussion, it was passed over with a view to 5° 
on with bills not likely to lead to debate. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 





of 


ies 


| of the private calendar; when the following bills 
r. COLLAMER moved that the bill and the || were considered and passed: 
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siI| for the relief of Nathaniel Kuykendall. 
Dill for the relief of Benjamin Ballard. 

pill for the relief of Ebenezer Ballard. 

pill for the relief of James Low. 

1] for the relief George Gordon, of Randolph 


ty, State of [linois. 
county, & 


Bil 
bil 


{for the relief of Semington Buffenberger. 
sl for the relief of Henry Newman. 
pill for the relief of Peter Von Schmidt. 


pill for the relief of Joseph Kemball. 


pik 


pill for the relief of Francis Sommeraner. 


Bill for the relief of Richard Kidd, and Benja- 


min Kidd. z 

pill for the relief of Thomas Rhodes. 

pill for the relief of James Irwin, of Arkansas, 
ind others. 
~ Bill for the relief of the personal representatives 
of William A. Slacum, deceased. 

“Bil for the relief of William MeCauley. 

Bill for the relief of John Ficklin. 

jill for the relief of Arthur R. Frogge, of Fen- 
cress county, Tennessee. 

pill for the relief of Joseph M. Rhea, of the 
eouaty of Sullivan, in the State of 'Tennessee. 

pill for the relief of Peter Capella, administrator 
of Andrew Capella, deceased. 

Bill for the relief of Richard S. Coxe. 


Bill to change the time of holding the Federal | 


Court in North Carolina. 
Rill for the relief of Harriet L. Catching. 
Rill for the relief of Thomas Brownell. 
Bill for the relief of Joseph Wilson. 
Bill for the relief of John E. Holland. 


‘The following bills were indefinitely postponed: | 


bill to pay for improvements on the Wyandot 
lands in Ohio and Michigan, in accordance with a 
valuation made in ‘pursuance of the fifth article of 
tie treaty between the United States and the Wy- 
aidot Indians, made at Upper Sandusky, March 
17, 1842. 

Pill declaring the assent of Congress to the State 
of Iilinois to impese a tax upon all lands hereafter 


ld by the United States in that State, from and 


after the time of such sale. 


Bill to amend the act, approved June 17, 1844, 


the courts, and for other purposes. 
Lill sapplementary to an act entitled ** An act 
enabling the claimants to lands within the limits of 
State of Missouri and Territory of Arkansas 
o institute proceedings to try the validity of their 
claims,” approved the 26th of May, 1824. 


for the adjudication of private land claims before | 


Mr. DIX here moved to take up the bill relating | 


0 the warehouse system. It would be recollected 
that he had given notice of his, intention to have 
called it up at one o’clock. It was then near three, 
aid he must persist in his motion. 

lhis motion having been opposed by Mr. J. M. 
CLAYTON and others, Mr. DIX yielded, in order 


that the Senate might proceed with the private cal- | 


endar, 


The following House bills were then considered 


and passed : 


A bill to legalize certain land sales at Chocchu- 


nia, in the State of Mississippi. 


A bill to establish a collection district at Chicago. 


A bill for the relief of James Wyman. 

A bill for the relief of John G. Piere. 

A bill for the relief of Daniel Ingalls. 

A bill forthe relief of James Davidson. 

\ bill for the relief of George D. Spencer. 
A bill for the relief of Adam McCullogh. 
\ bill,for the relief of Sampson Brown. 

A bill for the relief of Joseph Watson. 

A bill for the relief of James Mains. 

And then the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, July 11, 1846. 


bo Journal of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved, 





THE GRADUATION BILL. 
The SPEAKER announced the unfinished busi- 


ess to be the bill ‘to reduce and graduate the || 


rice of the public lands, and for other purposes;” 
with the proposed amendments thereto. 

¢ pending question being on the motion of 

— Couuamer to lay the bill and the proposed 
xadment of Mr. Coss] on the table. 

, Mr. RATHBUN moved that there be a call of 


the‘House; on whi ; 
: ; On which motion the vote stood—ayes 
4, noes 26. " y 


No quorum voting; but a call of the House was 
ordered. 

The Clerk called the roll, and 156 members an- 
swered to their names. 

A motion was made that all further proceedings 
on the call be dispensed with. 

dut the House refused to suspend proceedings. 

The names of the absentees were then called, 
and 174 members appeared to be present. 

A motion was made by Mr. JACOB THOMP- 
SON that all further proceedings on the call be 
dispensed with. 

Mr. J. A. ROCKWELL asked the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON withdrew his mo- 
tion. 

The doors of the Hall were then closed, and 
the SPEAKER announced that excuses would be 
received for absent members. 

Mr. BEDINGER moved that all further pro- 
ceedings en the call be dispensed with. 

Mr. J. A. ROCKWELL asked the yeas and 
hays, which were ordered; and, being taken, were 
—yeas 145, nays 17. 

So all further proceedings on the call were sus- 
pended. 

The question then recurring on the motion of 
Mr. Cotiamer, that the bill and amendment be 
laid on the table. 


ryt i . 1 1 
Ihe yeas and nays, heretofore asked, were now 


ordered, and, being taken, resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quiney Adams, Arnold, 

, Barringer, Bell, Benton, Blanchard, Brodhead, Milton 
Brown, Butlington, William W. Campbell, Jolin EL. Ca:mp- 
bell, Carroll, John G. Chapman, Cocke, Collamer, Collin, 
Cranston, Crozier, Culver, Garrett Davis, Delano, De Mott, 
Dillingham, Dixon, Dockery, Edsall, Eisworth, Erdman, 
John H. Ewing, Edwin HU. Ewing, Foot, Garvin, Gentry, 
Giddings, Goodyear, Gordon, Graham, Grider, Grinnell, 
Grover, Hampton, Harper, Elias B. Holmes, Hough, John 
W. Houston, Samucl D. Hubbard, Hudson, Washington 
Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, Daniel P. King, Preston 
King, Thomas B. King, Leib, Lewis, Long, MeClean, Me- 

| Henry, Mellvaine, Mar-h, Miller, Moseley, Niven, Pendle 
ton, Ramsey, Rathbun, Ritter, Julius Rockwell, John A. 
Rockwell, Root, Schenck, Severance, Truman Simith, AL 
bert Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Strom, Sykes, Jas. ‘Thomp- 

| son, Tilden, Toombs, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, Wheaton, 
White, Wilmot, Winthrop, Woodruff, Young, and Yost— 
92. 

NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bedinger, 
James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Broekenbrough, William G. 
Brown, Burt, Catheart, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Chipman, 

| Clarke, Cobb, Cullom, Cunningham, Dauiel, Dargan, Dob- 
| bin, Douglass, Dromgeole, Dunlap, Faran, Ficklin, Fries, 
Giles, Hamlin, Haralson, H nley, Hoge, Hopkins, George 
8S. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Hunter, Charles J. Inger- 
soll, James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, 


Kaufman, Leake, La Sere, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClelland, | 


MeClernand, MeConnell, MeCrate, Joseph J. McDowell, 
| James McDowell, McGaughey, MeKay, John P. Martin, 
| Barkley Martin, Morris, Morse, Moulton, Norris, Owen, 

Parrish, Payne, Perrill, Phelps, Pillsbury,Reid, Relie, Rhett, 

Roberts, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Seddon, Leonard 

H. Sims, Simpson, Thomas Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Robert 

Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Strong, Jacob Thompson, 

Tibbatts, Tredway, Wentworth, Wick, Williams, and 

W oodward—sy. 

So the bill and amendment were laid on the 
table. 

Mr. GORDON moved a reconsideration of the 
vote. 

Mr. COBB asked the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. 

Mr. BRODHEAD demanded the previous ques- 
tion on the motion to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER said it was not necessary; the 
motion to reconsider a vote laying a subject on the 
table not being debatable. 

Mr. HENLEY moved that the consideration of 
the motion to reconsider be postponed until ‘Tues- 
day next. 

Mr. COLLAMER and Mr. W. HUNT asked 
the yeas and nays, which were ordered, and, being 
taken, resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bayly, Bed- 
inger, James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brockenbrough, Wil- 
liam G. Brown, Burt, Catheart, Augustus A. Chapman, 


|, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Cullor, 





Cunningham, Daniel, Dargan, Dobbin, Douglass, Drom- 
| goole, Dunlap, Faran, Ficklin, Fries, Giles, Hamlin, Har- 
alson, Harmanson, Henley, Hoge, Hopkins, Hough, George 
| 8. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Hunter, Charles J. Inger- 
| soll, James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, George W. Jones, 
Kaufinan, Leake, La Sere, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClelland, 
| McClernand, McConnell, MeCrate, Joseph J. McDowell, 
James McDowell, McKay, John P. Martin, Barkley Martin, 
Morris, Morse, Moulton, Norris, Owen, Parrish, Payne, Per- 


| Sawyer, Secammon, Seddon, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, 
| Thos, Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Strong, 
| Jacob Thompson Tibbatts, Tredway, Wentworth, Wick, 
| Williams, and Woodward—89. 

| _NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Arnold, 
' Barringer, Bell, Benton, Blanchard, Brodhead, M. Brown, 


rill, Phelps, Pillsbury, Reid, Relfe, Rhett, Roberts, Sawtelle, | 


1079: 


Buffington, William W. Campbell, John H. Campbell, Car- 
roll, J. G. Chapman, Coeke, Cotlumer, Collin, Cranston, 
Crozier, Culver, Garrett Davis, Delano, De Mott, Dilling- 
hain, Dixon, Dockery, Edsall, Ellsworth, Erdman, Joba 
H. Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Foot, Garvin, Gentry, Gid 

dings, Goodyear, Gardon, Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Grover, 
lampton, Harper, Elias B. Holmes, Join W. Houston, &. 
D. Hubbard, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Joseph R. Inger 

soll, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, Daniel P. King, P. King, 
Thos. B. King, Leib, Lewis, Long, McClean, McGaughey, 
Meltlenry, Mcilvaine, Marsh, Miller, Moseley, Niven, Pen 

dleton, Ramsey, Rathbun, Ritter, Julius Rockwell, John A. 
Rockwell, Root, Schenck, Severance, Truman Smith, A. 
Smith, Caleb B. South, Stephens, Stewart, Strolum, Sykes, 
James Thompson, Tilden, Toombs, Trumbo, Vanee, Vin- 
ton, Wheaton, White, Wilmot, Winthrop, Woodruff, 
Young, and Yost—C4. 


So the consideration of the motion was not post- 
poned, 

"The question ** Shall the vote by which the said 
bill and amendment were laid on the table be re- 
considered?’ then recurred, and was taken with 
the following result: 

YEAS—Mesers. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bayly, Bed 
tiger, James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Broeckenbrough, Win. 
G. Brown, Burt, Catheart, Augustus A. Chapman, Reuben 
Chapman, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Cullom, Cun 
bingbam, Danicl, Dargan, Dobbin, Douglass, Dromgoole, 
Duniap, Faran, Fieklin, Fries, Gites, Hamlia, Haralson, 
Harmanuson, Henley, Hoge, Hopkins, Hough, George 8. 
Houston, Bdmund W. tlubard, Hunter, Charles J. Ingersoll, 
Janos H. Jobn:on, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnsen, Geo. 
W. Jones, Kaufman, Leake, LaSere, Lumpkin, Maclay, 
MeClelland, MeClernand, MeConnell, MeCrate, Joseph J. 
Me Dowell, James McDowell, McGaughey, MeKay, Join P. 
Martin, Barkley Martin, Morris, Moulton, Norris, Owen, 
Parrish, Payne, Perill, Phelps, Pillsbury, Reid, Relte, Rhett, 
Roberts, Sawteile, Sawyer, Seammon, Seddon, Leonard H. 
Sims, Simpson, Thomas Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Robert 
Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Strong, Jacob Thompson, 
Tibbatts, Tredway, Wentworth, Wick, Williams, and 
Woodward—9}. : 

NAYS—Meesrs. Abbott, John Quincey Adams, Arnold, 
Barringer, Bell, Blanchard, Brodhead, Milton Brown, Buf- 
fingion, William W. Campbell, John H. Campbell, Carroll, 
Jolin G. Chapman, Coeke, Collamer, Cranston, Crozier, 
Culver, Garrett Davis, Delano, De Mott, Dillingham, Dixon, 
Dockery, Edsall, Ellsworth, Erdman, Jolin Hl. Ewing, BE. H. 
Ewing, Poot, Poster, Garvin, Gentry, Giddings, Goodyear, 
Gordon, Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Grover, Hampton, Har- 
per, Elias H. Holmes, John W. Houston, Samuel D. Hub- 
bard, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Jos. R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, 
Daniel P. King, Preston King, Thomas Butler King, Leib, 
Lewis, Long, McClean, McHenry, Melivaine, Marsh, Mil- 
ler, Moseley, Niven, Pendleton, Ramsey, Rathbun, Ritter, 
Jutius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Root, Schenck, Sev 
erance, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Stephens, Stewart, 
Strohin, Sykes, James Thompson, Tilden, ‘Toombs, ‘Tram 
bo, Vance, Vinton, Wheaton, White, Wilmot, Winthrop, 
Woodrutl, Young, and Yost—90. 

So the vote was reconsidered. 

The question then again recurred on the motion 
of Mr. Cornamer, that the bill and proposed 
amendment be laid on the table. 

Mr. DANIEL inquired of the Chair whether a 
motion to postpone the consideration of that mo- 
tion would now be in order? 

The SPEAKER said not; a motion to that effect 
having already been taken and decided in the neg- 
ative. 

Mr. COBB inquired of the Speaker whether the 
state of the question was not now different fromm 
that which it was at the time the former vote had 
been taken on the motion to postpone? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vermont 
moved to lay the bill on the table. That motion 
prevailed. ‘The vote was reconsidered. The ques- 
tion now recurs on the motion to lay the bill and 
amendment on the table. The Chair is under the 
impression that it would not be in order to move 
the postponement of the question, whilst the de- 
mand (made last evening) by the gentleman from 
Georgia | Mr. Copp] on his amendmeut for the pre- 
vious question is pending. If the previous ques- 
tion was not pending, the motion to postpone would 
be in order. 

Mr. HENLEY. Will it be in order to move a 
reconsideration of the vote by which the previous 
question was ordered ? 

The SPEAKER. 
not yet been ordered. 

Mr. COBB. Can I withdraw the demand for 
the previous question pending the motion to lay on 
the table ? ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the 
gentleman has the power to do so. 

Mr. COBB. And will a motion to postpone be 
then in order? . ; 

Tne SPEAKER. Yes; if the gentleman with- 
draws the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. COBB. Then I withdraw it. And I move 
to postpone the further consideration of the motion 
to lay the bill on the table until Tuesday morning 
next. ; 

Mr. DANIEL rose and addressed the chair. 


The previous question has 
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Mr. COLLAMER (interrupting him) rose to a 
point of order. He submitted that the previous 
question had nothing to do with the question now 
before the House. In the nature of the question, 
a motion to Jay on the table was not debatable. 
And, in the next place, he insisted that that motion 
could not be post] oned. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, after a moment’s 
re fle ection, 18 under the Impression that the motion 
to lay on the table cannot be postpone d, 

Mr. COBB. Then I do not withdraw my de- 
mand for the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no recollec- 
tion of a case where a motion to lay on the table 
tponed. According to the regular 
as prescribed by the rule 8, a 


has lee i pos 


order of business, 
motion to lay on the table is a privale ved motion 
over the motion to pe stpone. 

Mr. McK AY inquired of the Speake r whether, 
if the motion to lay on the table should be rejected, 
a motion ta postpone would then be in order? 


The SPEAKER said it would. 


Mr. BENTON asked to be excused from voting, 
on the ground that he had an understanding with 
his friend from Michiean, | Mr. J.B. Eh NT, ] who 
was a friend of the bill with or without the amend- 
ment of the cre rth man from Cieormia, | Mr. Cons, ]} 
(and who, on account of indipostuon, had been in- 
clined to ac company some friends to the sea-shore 
for the purpose of recruiting his health) not to vote 
against the bill on ats final passage. Mr. B. said 
he had without reflection voted for the motion to 
lay on the table, and would have recailed that vote, 
if he could have done so consistently with the 
rules. tle had not voted on the motion to recon- 
sider, and the question now recurring on the mo- 
tion to lay on the table, he felt it due to his friend 
to make this statement, and to ask to be excused 
from voting. 

The House refused to excuse Mr. B. 

The yeas and nays were ordered on the recur- 
ring motion, that the bill and amendment be luid 
on the table, and, being taken, resulted as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Mesers. Abbott, John Quincey Adams, Arnold, 
Rarringer, Bell, Benton, Blanchard, Brodhead, M. Brown, 
Buffington, William W. Campbell, John H. Campbell, Car- 
roll, John G. Chapman, Cocke, Collamer, Cranston, Crozier, 
Culver, Garrett Davis, Delano, De Mott, Dillingham. Dixon, 
Dockery, Ellsworth, Erdman, John H. Ewing, Edwin H. 
Ewing, Foot, Garvin, Gentry, Giddings, Goodyear, Gordon, 
Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Grover, Llampton, Harper, Elias 
B. Holmes, J. W. Houston, 8. D. Hubbard, Hudson, Wash 
ington Hunt, J. R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, D. P. King, Preston 
King. T. B. King, Leib, Lewis, Long, MeClean, McHen- 
rv, Mellvaine, Marsh, Miller, Moseley, Niven, Pendleton, 
Ramsey, Rathbun, Ritter, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rock- 
well, Root, Schenck, Severance, Truman Smith, Albert 
Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Strohm, Sykes, James Thomp- 
eon, Tilden, Toombs, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, Wheaton, 
White, Wilmot, Winthrop, Woodruff, Young, and Yost 

xO, 

NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bayly, Bed 
inger, James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brockenbrough, W. 
G. Brown, Burt, Catheart, Augustus A. Chapman, Reuben 
Chapman, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Cullom, Cun- 
ningham, Daniel, Dargan, Dobbin, Douglass, Dromgoole, 
Dunlap, Faran, Ficklin, Fries, Giles, Hamlin, Haralson, 
Harmanson, Henley, Hoge, Hopkins, Hough, George 8. 
Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Hunter, Charles J. Ingersoll, 
James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, G. 
W. Jones, Kaufman, Leake, LaSere, Lumpkin, Maclay, 
McClelland, MeClernand, MeConnell, MeCrate, Joseph J. 
McDowell, James McDowell, McGaughey, McKay, John P. 
Martin, Barkley Martin, Morris, Moulton, Norris, Owen, 
Parrish, Payne, Perrill, Phelps, Pillsbury, Reid, Relfe, Rhett, 
Roberts, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Seddon, Leonard H. 
Sims, Simpson, Thomas Smith, C. B. Smith, Robert Smith, 
Stanton, Starkweather, Strong, Jacob Thompson, Tibbatts, 
Tredway, Wentworth, Wick, Williams, and Woodward 
ai. 


So the House decided that the bill and amend- 
ment should not be laid on the table. 

The question then recurred on the demand of 
Mr. Coss for the previous question, 

Mr. DANIEL rose and asked Mr. COBB to 
withdraw his demand for the previous question. 

Mr. COBB inquired of Mr. DANIEL for what 
yurpose ? 

Mr. DANIEL. To enable me to move that 
the House proceed to the consideration of the pri- 
vate calendar. 

Mr. COBB. 


THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


Mr. DANIEL thereupon submited his motion. 
Mr. PAYNE desired that certain bills on the 
peaker’s table should be taken up and disposed 
ol, 

The question was taken first on the motion of 
Mr. Dawuet, and decided in the affirmative. 


I withdraw the demand. 


Ss 


private cale ndar. 

The bills which have heretofore passed through 
the Committee of the Whole, and now remain on 
the Speaker’s table, were first in order. es 

The bill for the relief of Sheldon B. Hays was 
ordered to be engrossed, and was read the third 
time and passed, 

The bill for the relief of Sellers and Pennock 
was read, and after being opposed by Mr. HOP- 
KINS and Mr. BARKLEY MARTIN, and advo- 
by Mr. MeILVAINE, was postponed to 
some other day ° 

The bill to pay to Abraham Hoorbach the 
amount of a draft drawn by James Reeside in 1836, 
then a ereat mail contractor in the Post Office De- 
partment, and accepted by the department and 
duly protested for non-payment, was next ¢con- 
sidered; and it was read the third time, and the 
que tion was on us passare, 

It was opposed by Mr. HOPKINS, who moved 
that it be committed to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Reads. On this motion a long 
dehate arose, in which 
DARRAGH advocated the bill, and it was further 
opposed by Messrs. HOPKINS and ADAMS, of 
Mississippi. 

The motion to commit was lost: Ayes 55, noes 
65. 

Mr. DANIEL moved that the bill be postponed 
until next Friday. Lost. 

And the question was put by yeas and nays on 
the passage of the bill, and it was passed: Yeas 


= es 
(0, nays b&, 


cated 


Messrs. FOSTER and | 


The bill for the relief of the heirs and lecal rep- 
resentatives of Cyrus Turner, deceased, was taken | 


up, and was ordered to he engrossed, and was read 
the third time and passed. 


The bill for the relief of Gad Humphrey and 


George Centre was next read, 

Mr. ROWLIN onnosed it. 

Mr. BROCKENBROUGH supported it. 

The previous question was moved on the vote: 
Upon it a quorum did not vote, 


THE TREASURY NOTE BILL. 
Mr. McKAY gave notice that he would on 
Monday next call up the bill to provide for the 


issue of Treasury notes and fora loan. 
And the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, July 13, 1846. 

Mr. DIX presented a memorial from the Mer- 
cantile Library Association, and other literary as- 
sociations of the city of New York, praying that 
books, maps, charts, and other literary and scien- 
tific works imported by them for the use of their 
institutions, may continue to be admitted free of 
duty; which was ordered to lie upon the table. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD presented additional docu- 
ments ‘n relation to the petition of Isaac Daven- 
port; which were referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. ASHLEY presented the petition of Seneca 
G. Simmons, praying compensation for services 
as Secretary to the Board of Commissioners for 
treating with the Creek and Osage Indians; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CORWIN, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, reported a bill for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Moses Shepherd, deceased; 
which was read, and passed to the second read- 
ing. 

Mr. THOMAS CLAYTON, from the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims, submitted an ad- 
verse report upon the petition of the Trustees of 
the Presbyterian church of Springfield, New Jer- 
sey: which was ordered to be printed. 

The * bill for the relief of Elizabeth Hamilton, 
widow of Alexander Hamilton,’’ was read a third 
time; when, the question being upon the passage 
of the bill, 

Mr. MOREHEAD rose and said that had he 
been in his seat on Saturday, when the bill under 
consideration was ordered to a third reading, his 
vote would have been cheerfully recorded in its 
favor. 

Mr. ATHERTON called for the yeas and nays 
on the passage of the bill, and they were ordered. 

Mr. SPEIGHT called for the reading of the 
bill, and it was read. 


Mr. ASHLEY desired to know if there was 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


; _ ; | 
So the House passed to the consideration of the 


July 13 
=~ a omaomee = . 
any one present who could explain the object 
the bill, and what was to be done with the p 
in question f 

Mr. WEBSTER wished to know if, hereate, 
bills were to be put on their third reading jyyy.’ 
diately after the reading of the Journal? ~ 

Mr. SPEIGHT apprehended that in this ea. 
they were proceeding according to the usual yy), 
This was unfinished business. He was in fay, 
of the bill from the high respect he entertained 4, 
the character of the venerable lady herself, ang for 
the eminent services of her departed husband. 

The yeas and nays were then taken, with 
following result: 
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YEAS—Messrs. Barrow, Cameron, Chalmers, Ciljey, 7. 
Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis, Dayton, Greene, Hy 
egan, Houston, Huntington, Jarnagin, Johnson of Loy 
ana, Mangum, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, Rusk, Speigit 
Upham, Webster, and Yulee—24. 

NAYS—-Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atherton, Benton, Brees: 
Bright, Calhoun, Dickinson, Dix, Fairfield, Waywood, Lewis 
McDutfie, Niles, Turney, and Westcott—16. F 

So the bill was passed. 

A message was received from the House of Rep. 
resentatives, announcing that said House had pass. 
ed the Senate bill for the relief of Benjamin Harris, 
of La Salle county, State of Illinois. Also, the 
joint resolution in relation to the publication of ad- 
ditional copies of the United States Exploring Ey- 
pedition. Also, announcing that said House had 
concurred in the Senate amendments to the joint 
resolution to refund to States and individuals the 
expenses incurred by them in fitting out volunteers 
raised under calls from Generals Taylorand Gaines 
Also, that said House had coneurred in Senate 
amendments to the resolution presenting the thanks 
of Congress to General Taylor, his officers, and 
men. Also, announcing that said House had pass- 
ed sundry private bills. 

The ‘bill for the relief of Ross Winans,” was 
considered as in committee of the whole, amended, 
reported back to the Senate, and the amendment 
concurred in. 

The question being upon ordering the bill to be 
engrossed for a third reading, the yeas and nays 
were called for and ordered. 

Mr. CAMERON advocated the passage of the 
bill. 

Mr. DAVIS opposed it; and, after the reading 
by the clerk of various documents, moved that the 
bill be laid upon the table; which motion was 
agreed to on a call of the yeas and nays: Yeas 20, 
nays 20. 

Mr. CASS, from the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations, moved that the bill for the relief of Coni- 
modore Jones, reported to the Senate a few days 
since, be recommitted to said committee; which 
motion was agreed to. 


The (House) joint resolution for the relief of 
Sheldon B. Hayes, was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

The (House) bill for the relief of Henry Hor- 
back, was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. . 

The (House) bill for the relief of the heirs and 
legal representatives of Cyrus Turner, decease, 
was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


THE WAREHOUSE BILL. 


Mr. DIX moved that the Senate resume the con- 
sideration of the bill to amend an act entitled “ An 
act to provide revenue from imports, and to chance 
and modify existing laws imposing duties on 1- 
ports, and for other purposes.”’ . 

Mr. PHELPS stated that the gentleman trom 
Delaware, (Mr. J. M. Crayron,] who was not 
his seat in consequence of severe indisposition, de- 
sired to address the Senate upon the bill in question, 
and he hoped that, as a matter of courtesy to that 
gentleman, the warehouse bill would not be passed 
in his absence. 

Mr. DIX said that the bill had been delayed 
from time to time, until months had gone by; and 
although he was ready to yield all due courtesies 
to members, he could not consent to further delay. 
The final action would not be had upon the bill to- 
day, as it had not yet been ordered to a third ae 
ing, but it would be necessary to perfect the bi 


| before it could be engrossed. 


The question was then taken upon the motion (0 
take up the bill, and it was agreed to. 
The bill, which had been reported to the Senate 
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ith amendments, Was then taken up for consid- 
yee n, the question pending being on the two 
crmendinents reported by the Committee on Com- 
ye on the recommittal of said bill, alluded to 
"Saturday; which were agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON submitted two amend- 


vu 


ents, to which Mr. Dix assented, and which were | 
THETA» 


epreed i. also moved to add the following section 


to the bill: 


sec. 5. Be it further enacted, That no importer shall be | 


mitted to deposite any quantity of goods in a warehouse 
; the henefitot this act, or to remove any quantity of goods 
» any Warehouse When so deposited, the duties on which 


good 


jal] not amount to at least one hundred and fifty dollars. 
: Upon this amendment the yeas and nays were 
rdered, and, being taken, resulted as follows: 
0 E 


yEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Cameron, Cilley, T. 


Clayton. Cor in. Crittenden, Davis, Dayton, Evans, Greene, 
Huntington, Jarnagin, Johnson of Maryland, Mangum, Mil- 
ior, Morehead, Niles, Phelps, Simmons, Sturgeon, Upham, 
oan Woodbridge—23. 

“x AYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atherton, Bagby, Benton, 
Breese, Bright, Calhoun, Cass, Chalmers, Colquitt, Dickin- 
com, Dix. Fairfield, Hannegan, Haywood, Houston, John- 
on of Louisiana, Lewis, MeDufiie, Pennybacker, Rusk, 





ic eo tobe deposited or removed atone and the same time, | 


sevier, Speight, Turney, Webster, Westcott, and Yulee 


Sp the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, submitted the 
following amendment : 

Insert in section Ist, line 28, after ‘‘warehous- 
ing,’ the following: 


Provided, however, that the said owner, importer, con- 
sinee, or agent, shall at the time of entering the same for 


warehousing under this act, declare in writing which of such | 


goods, wares, and merchandise, are entered for consump- 


ton in the United States,and which for exportation to ports | 


or places beyond the United States; and that such goods, 
wares,and merchandise, so entered for consumption within 
the United States, shall not be withdrawn from such ware- 
housing, under this act, without the payment of duties 
thereon. 


Mr. SPEIGHT moved that the further consid- 


eration of the subject be postponed uniil to-mor- | 


row; Which motion was agreed to. 
THE TARIFF. 


The Senate then, as in committee of the whole, 
proceeded to the consideration of the tariff bill. 


' Mr. LEWIS rose and addressed the Senate as | 
follows: From my position in the Committee of | 
Finance, it becomes my duty to present to the con- | 


sideration of the Senate the result of such attention 


as | have been able to bestow on the bill now be- | 


fire this body. I regret that owing to the short- 


| and duty $120. 


ness of the time which circumstances have per- |, 


mitted for the examination of the bill, and, from 


thus being deprived of much valuable aid which I | 


might otherwise have obtained from the Treasury 
D 


have desired. 
duty now devolving upon me, I shall say nothing 
on the protective character of this bill, deeply as I 
feel interested in that question. I must leave that 
portion of the subject to other and abler hands, and 
examine the measure merely as a measure of reve- 
tue, with the view of ascertaining how far it will 
sustain the financial purposes of the Government. 


lepartment, my review of the provisions of the , 
bill will be necessarily less perfect than I would | 
In attempting the discharge of the | 


As may be readily conceived, one of the principal || 


objections which will be urged against this bill is | 


that founded on the entirely ad valorem character 
of its provisions. It appears to be taken for 
granted by gentlemen that ad valorem duties can- 
not be depended upon for revenue, and that in 
order to raise a revenue or to fix the duties at such 


‘rate as will secure any considerable amount of | 


revenue, you must resort to specific duties. This 
}roposition, in my judgment, is one of those ax- 
iomatic errors which, upon examination, will be 
‘ound that ad valorem duties, which it is admitted 
»y all are the fairest, inasmuch as they are more 
pen and better understood, will be found fully 
adequate in raising revenue. But under what cir- 
cumstances are these duties objected to? Under 


Rh 


eticient than specific duties. By the tariff of 
1842, the amount raised by ad valorem duties last 
rear was $15,722,811, raised from specific duties 
$13,200,1 

‘ricles of heavier consumption—iron, sugar, mo- 


a salt—all those articles, in fact, to which it 
48 atte 


specific 


found to be wholly fallacious. I think it will be | 


‘ow—so far as I remember—that they are more | 


18, and that, too, although the principal 1 


creumstances which would, on their very face, || 
. 9 | 
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valorem duties, we already raise much more than 
the half of our revenue; it therefore becomes our 
duty, before discrediting so largea source of revenue, 
to inquire into the objections urged against this ad 
valorem principle, so that it may at least be allowed 
a fair hearing. It is to this investigation that I now 
invite the Senate. One of the objections urged 
against ad valorem duties is, that the revenue will 
be defrauded by false invoices. I ask, in reply, 
what adequate motive can a man have in making 
out a false invoice? In the first place, there are 
the heaviest penalties imposed on making out a 
false invoice. The offence is punished by im- 
prisonment in the State prison; and if made out, 
even innocently, the forfeiture of one-half of the 
goods is almost certain. What, then, is to be 
gained, in the face of those penalties, by making 
outa false invoice? [hold in my hand a state- 
ment, which has been prepared with great aceu- 
racy, for the purpose of showing the amount which 
would be gained by undervaluation. [Mr. L. then 
explained the contents of the following statement:] 

Supposed cost of goods abroad $100; duties (20 
per cent.,) would be $120; cost and duties equal to 
$120. Supposed under valuation 5 per cent., 
would leave $95; duties 20 per cent. on $95 would 
be $19; cost and duties equal to $119—$100: gain 
on which is 85-100 per cent. 

Supposed cost, $100; duties 20 per cent., are 
$20; cost and duties equal to $120. At under val- 
uation of 10 per cent. 1s $90; duties (20 per cent.) 
on which is $18; cost and duties equal to ¢$118— 
$2 00: or gain on which is 1 70-100 per cent. 

Supposed cost, $100: regular duties are §20); cost 
and duties equal to $120. Under valuation at 15 
per cent., $85; duties on which are $17; cost and 
duties equal to $117—$3 00: gain on which is 
2 55-100 per cent. 

Supposed cost, $100; regular duty is $20; cost 
and duties $120. Under valuation at 20 per cent., 
$80; duty on which is $16; cost and duties $116— 
$4 00: gain on which is 3 44-100 per cent. 

Supposed cost, $100; regular duty is $20; cost 
Under valuation 25 per cent., $75; 
duty on which is $15; cost and duty, $115—$5 00: 
gain on which is 4 35-100 per cent. 

Supposed cost, $100; duty on which is $20; cost 
and duty $120. Under valuation at 30 per cent., 
$70; duty on which is $14: cost and duty, $114d— 
$6 00: gain on which is 5 26-100 per cent. 

Now I take it that before any sensible trader 
would make out a false invoice, he would pause. 
No man in his sober senses would incur such a risk 
for sucha paltry consideration. He would not at- 
tempt to undervalue an article in open market, the 
value of which would be so well known to an ap- 
praiser. If the dishonest trader, who would do 
such a thing, should escape the State prison—if 
he should escape the heavy forfeiture of the bill 
of 1842, he would gain, as shown by the state- 
ment, on the highest undervaluation, but four or 
five per cent. I say, therefore, that there is no 
adequate motive for such fraudulent invoice. Nor 
do I believe that such are ever made. I might 
dwell longer on this point, but I suppose enough 
has been said to show the futility of tee objection. 
But suppose there was an adequate motive on the 
part of the importer to induce him to undervalue his 
goods; suppose he had the prospect of thus gain- 
ing something by succeeding, or, in other words, 
suppose that there was a sufficient inducement 
in the case; yet he would not succeed. Why? 
Because, simply, the duties are declared not upon 
his invoice, but upon the actual valuation. The 
duties are not founded on his invoice; though the 
law requires him to make out an invoice, yet the 
valuers are not to determine by that invoice, but 
by many invoices. The officers who value the 
goods are men selected for their experienced judg- 


_mentand knowledge of the goods; who are daily 
| in the habit of appraising goods, and in that way, 


and in consequence of constant association with 
commercial men, become thoroughly acquainted 
with the actual market value of the goods, arriving 
at the proper conclusion as to the price of each 
article. The appraisement, then, is not at all con- 
trolled or influenced by the invoice made out by 
the importer. On the contrary, the valuation is 
| made of the goods in the foreign market; and if 
there is any error made, it is more likely to be in 
| favor of the Government, as there is the strongest 
| inducement to make the valuation over and above 


mpted to give the highest protection, paid | the invoice. Now, I ask, is it reasonable to sup- 
duties. Now it appears, that under the ad |) pose that any three or four practical merchants of 
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common intelligence and common honesty would 
appraise goods ten days before establishing a uni- 
formity of appraisement and value? The goods 
are subject, | admit, to occasional variation in 
prices, but in the main there is uniformity. But 
the appraisers wo-'* not be likey to value one set 
of goods at one value to-day, and at another value 
to-morrow. There will be of necessity uniformity 
in their decisions; and if so, why fear the effect of 
under-valuation? Is that likely, when it is the 
direct interest of every man in the custom-house 
to prove that an exporter has under-valued his 
goods and invoiced them at too low a price? But 
leo further. I will show, that so far from the im- 
porter having an interest in under-valuing his 
voods, he has a direct interest the other way 
—that it is to his advantage to over-value his 

How? Why to avoid the possibility of 
incurring the heavy pe nalty of the law. 1 have 
already said that he can gain nothing by under- 
valuing his coods by making out a false invoice, 
as the appraisers are regulated by rules whieh he 
cannot control. 


foods 


If he swears to a cost below the 
valuation of the appraisers, they at once declare 
that the goods are placed by him below their value, 
&e., and forfeiture follows, and that without trial 
or jury. It is a summary process. Very often 
an “exporter would gladly give the value of 


coods. 


' 
his 
He is required to cive the cost, and com- 
plies, protesting that itis not the value—that it is 
above the value. But the appraisers say that that 
is no consideration to them; they declare that he 
has forfeited under the law, and he is held to the 
forfeiture. IT hold in my hand a statement from a 
reliable source, illustrative of this case. In 1841, 
Mr. John A. Newbould, of New York, contract- 
ed with an ironmonger of Birmingham for certain 
kinds of goods, to be delivered in equal quantities 
for five consecutive years. Inthe mean time, iron 
rose in value so much as to compel the lronmonger 
to raise the price of his article to all his other cus- 
tomers 20 per cent. He sull continued to send 
them to Mr. Newbould according to contract. 
The appraisers at the custom-house, observing the 
discrepancy between the invoices of Mr. New- 
bould and his neighbors, felt themselves bound 
under the law to impose not only the same duty 
as the others paid, but also the penalty of 50 per 
cent., required by the actof 1842. The law allow- 
ed no discretion. Nobody doubted the character 
of the transaction, as Mr. Newbould then, and 
now, stood as high as any importer in New York. 
Mr. Newbould was obliged to give up his good 
contract, asit was a losing business. Great num- 
bers of importers have thus been obliged to order 
their goods to be invoiced at higher rates, to avoid 
the penalty. And yet gentlemen tell us that the 
effect of this law will be to induce importers to 
undervalue their goods, and thus cheat the Govy- 
ernment of so much revenue. 

Mr. WEBSTER. I hope that the honorable 
member will hand his documents to the chair, or 
put them in such a form that we can have access 
to them. 

Mr. LEWIS. I shall have them published, sir. 
Ihave thus shown that it isa privilege to allow 
over-valuation of goods, not given by the law of 
1842, but given by this bill; and in order that all 
may see that, L ask the Clerk to read the eighth sec- 
tion of the bill. 

The Clerk read the section, which is as follows: 

“Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That it shall be lawful 
for the owner, consignee, or agent of imports which have 
been actually purchased, on entry of the same to make such 
addition in the entry to the cost or value given in the in- 
voice, as in his opinion may raise the same to the true mar- 
ket value of such imports in the principal markets of the 
country whence the importation shall have been made, or 
in which the goods imported shall have been originally man- 
ufactured or produced, as the case may be; and to add 
thereto all costs and charges which, under existing laws, 
would form part of the true value at the port where the same 
may be entered, upon which the duties should be assessed. 
And it shall be the duty of the collector within whose dis- 
trict the same may be imported or entered, to cause the du 
tiable value of such imports to be appraised, estimated, and 
ascertained, in accordance with the provisions of existing 
laws; and if the appraised value thereof shall exceed by ten 
per centum or more the value so declared on the entry, then, 
in addition to the duties imposed by law on the same, there 
shall be levied, collected and paid, a duty of twenty per cen- 
tum ad valorem on such appraised value: Provided, never- 
theless, That under no circumstances shall the duty be ag- 
sessed upon an ammount less than the invoice value; any law 
of Congress to the contrary notwithstanding.” 


Now, sir, this bill, as a special favor, gives to 
the importer the privilege of over-valuation in order 
' to avoid the consequences of under-valuation. Yet 
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gentlemen persist in telling us that because of the 
frequent under-valiation there will be no possibil- 
ity of raising a sufficient amount of revenue by ad 
valorem duties. There is another argument urged 
avainst this bill, and that is, that upon certain ar- 
ticles the appraisers cannot arrive at the value. 
Wines are instanced in this connexion, Itis said 
that no one can, from mere inspection and tasting 
of wines, judge of their value. Now, sir, whether 
this be true or not of the choicest quality of wines, | 
I cannotsay. One thing, however, may be said, 
the thing has not been tried. When once tried, 
1 hope it will be foundéwith regard to wines, as 
other articles, that if individuals have intel lie« nee 
enough to purchase them judiciously, other in- 
dividuals will be found competent to appraise 
them intelligently. [believe that this is the strong- 
est case that can be put; and even with rezard to 
wines, Tam inclined to think that the objection 
will not be found to have any practical weight— 
that if wines can be purchased with judgment, 
they can also be appraised with judgement. But it 
3, singularly enough, that, under the law 
of 1842, ad valorem duties have been placed on 
those articles of which it is most difficult to ascer- 


rhaapopees 


tluin the vatue those ke pt out of the prices cur- 
rent, whilst specific duties have been imposed on 


those articles of which the value is most deter- 


minate. ‘Thatis the result of an attentive examin- 
ation of the subject. [will name some of these 
articles, Coarse cottons pay minimum duties; 


fine cottons ad valorem duties; (fine faney cottons, 
the value of which no one ean tell till he sees 
them;) sewing silk pays specific duty; silk mixed 
with cotton or wool, the value of which is most 
difficult to ascertain, pays ad valorem duty; chain 
cables, anchors, castings—articles at which no 
one wishes to look in order to ascertain the value, 
judging solely by their weight—pay specific du- 
ties; Whilst eassimere cloths and lineuns—the quan- 
tity and quality of which can be determined only 
by Inspecuon—pay ad valorem duties. It will be 
een, therefore, that this objection does not hold 
rood: and that instead of articles the value of 
which is uncertain paying specific duties, as the 
reasoning of gentlemen would lead us to infer, it 
is quite the reverse, the duties being in those cases 
ad valorem. But the general answer I made in 
the ease of wines will suffice for this whole class 
of articles; and that answer is this, that if any 
man possesses intelligence enough, on inspection 
of the article, to make a judicious purchase in the 
foreign market, three merchants can surely be 
found, in New York for instance, with equal in- 
tellivence, and able to put a market value on the 
article. But if frauds are necessary concomitants 
of ad valorem duties, how comes it that these 
frauds have not been detected? We hear a great 
deal of complaint from the manufacturers, but 
from no other souree. Did any man ever hear a 
merchant complain of another on account of any 
violation of the law under these ad valorem duties? 
No. With all their means, wealth, industry, 
character, and zeal, yet they have never been able 
to detect any notable instances of fraud resulting 
from the ad valorem system. This I will prove 
before IL have done. If fraud has ever been perpe- 
trated, where is the proof? It has been charged 
over and over again, but so far from having been 
proved, [ will show that, after the most thorough 
investigation—and at the head of which was a 
distinguished member of the Whig party, who, 
after a most laborious examination, made a report 
on the subject—no case of fraud could be made 
out. Let me now direct the attention of the Sen- 
ate to the result of that investigation. [The Clerk 
read the following extract from House Doc. No. 
212, 27th Congress, 2d session, page 209:] 

‘In search of these frauds, and the manner in which they 
have been or might be perpetrated, the commissioners have 
examined the most intelligent and experienced merchants 
engaged in the importation of foreiga goods and in domes- 
tic manufactures, bothin New York and Boston. The in- 
terrogatories put to these merchants covered the whole 
ground of their knowledge of frauds or evasions of the rev- 
enue laws; their beliefin the existence of such frauds; the 
information Which they had received from others, and cir- 
cumstances Which might lead to the conclusion that such 
frauds and evasions had been practised, to the injury of the 
revenue orof the honestimporter. Of their own knowledge, 
not asingle witness called has testified to any fact which 
established, in any particular case or any number of cases, 
the existence of frauds or evasions of the revenue laws. 
From rumors and various circumstances relating to the 
discrepancy in price between importers of the same descrip- 
ton of goods, (some of these selling at a price far below 
what could be afforded by others at a reasonable profit,) and 
speculative opinions, all agree that frauds have been prac- | 
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tised on the revenue, at different times, to a considerable 
extent. They also speak of the devices by which these 
frauds have been successfully perpetrated, and by which they 
may be again; but of their own knowledge they do not pro- 
fess to know anything, resting their opinions entirely on 
general reputation, and the course of trade, as it has existed 
under their own Observation. Many of the witnesses ex- 
amined on these points are domestic manufacturers or their 
agents, or merchants referred to by such manufacturers to 
establish the existence of frauds on the revenue, in order to 
place foreign commerce under the most rigid restrictions, to 
exclude the foreign fabric, for the benefit of domestic goods 
of the same description. It may, therefore, be fairly pre- 
sumed, that if any positive evidence could be adduced to 
fix the charge of fraud on any number of foreign importers, 
it would have been, as the door was widely thrown open 
by the commissioners to the introduction of such evidence. 
None such, however, was adduced, and it is presumed, 
therefore, that none such existed.’’ 

None, sir, ** was adduced, and therefore it is to 
be presumed none existed.’’ Now, L ask the Clerk 
to read another extract from the same document, 
page 372—the report of three very experienced 
appraisers, long employed in the business in the 
city of New York. [The Clerk read as follows:] 

‘The undersigned, late principal appraisers of the cus- 
toms for the port and district of New York, beg leave to 
submit the following report, and respectfully solicit that it 
nay be considered as a part of their testimony, viz: 

* From long and careful observations and examinations 
of merchandise at the custom-house, they are fully satisfied 
that there have been no frauds of any consequence practised 
on the revenne by the under-valuation of cloths and cassi- 
meres at their entry 

* Beccuse there has been, in all English fabrics of that 
kind,a great uniformity in value on the invoice prices, when 
of similar quality, Whetherimported by American or foreign 
merchants. 

«« Because most of the woollens, particularly the middling 
and lower qualities, have not been subjected to duties ac- 
cording to invoice value; but have, in most cases, been sub- 
jected to increased duties through prejudice, caprice, or 
false valuation, by those acting as appraisers, who were 
not the legal appraisers in the New York custom-house. 

‘ Because there has been no motive to under-value the 
goods on invoice, since it was not taken as the criterion of 
value on which the duties were to be computed; and, con- 
sequently, the merchant on the otherside of the water could 
not consider his invoice as a guide to the duties to be im- 
posed here, 

“Because neither in our official capacity nor otherwise 
have complaints been made of any instances of suspected 
under-valuation, either by importers or by persons engaged 
in the manufacture of domestic goods; and had there been 
any such under-valuations, the vigilance of rivalry and 
promptings of interest would have made the facts known. 

“ Because, in the sales of cloths and cassimeres, when they 
have been made after seizure, by consent of parties, and 
without prejudice, they have rarely brought the invoice cost 
and charges, even when made under the most favorable cir- 
cumstances ; and, in a large majority of the cases, they have 
not brought to exceed two-thirds of the custom-house valu- 
ation. 

‘* That there were frauds by smuggling, committed during 
the last term of Swartwout’s incumbency, there cannot be a 
doubt; but these were brought about by collusion of officers 
of the customs with certain importers, and whether by under- 
valuation or otherwise, the undersigned, not having seen the 
goods, are unable to say. 

“We have confined these remarks to cloths and cassi- 
meres solely, because no allegations of frauds in any other 
descriptions of merchandise or manufactures have ever been 
made by the American manufacturers, to our knowledge. 
But it is due to the public to state (and we do it with great 
deference and respect) that among the numerous cases of 
evasions and frauds that came underour observations, when 
acting as appraisers of the customs, whether by false or un- 
der-valuation, or otherwise, much the greatest proportion, 
both in numbers and amount, were of goods other than those 
in which wool was a component part.” 


Now it seems to me that the result of this 
thorough investigation establishes, in the most 


conclusive manner, that the objection which we | 


have been considering is entirely destitute of weight. 
Having, then, thus disposed of the objections as to 
fraud urged against ad valorem duties, I feel that 
I have put down the principle argument in favor 
of specific daties; for I do not know that I ever 
heard any individual express an opinion in favor 
of specific duties, unless on the principle of the 
danger of ad valorem duties. The great argu- 
ment is, that, as ad valorem duties are not adequate 
for the purposes of revenue, we must, of necessity, 
be driven to specific duties, It appears to me that 
the fairness and equity of ad valorem duties alone 
entitle that system to preference. But I am dis- 
posed to proceed still further, and show that speci- 
fic duties themselves are most favorable to fraud, 
and therefore that, for revenue, or any other pur- 


pose, they are by no means so safe and efficient as | 


ad valorem duties, Gentlemen speak of specific 
duties as if they had been necessarily resorted to 


on account of the uncertainty of collecting revenue | 


by ad valorem duties; and that the experience of 
the Government had led to the erasure of ad va- 


lorem duties, and the substitution of specific duties. || 


Let us see with what truth this assertion is made. 
I have a list of the principal articles on which 
specific duties are laid, with their history. It will 


. 
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be found, on examination, that the act of 1799 
was the parent of a large portion of these specific 
duties, and that they have been increased from 
that day to this. In 1816 a large number was 
added, not under cover of allegations of fraud. | 
no doubt to conceal the enormous duties required 
at the time for revenue purposes, if you pleas: 
but still much greater; and that, as to the remain, 
ing specific dues, they are on those articles whyje', 
have sprang into existence, or rather into compe. 
tition with English goods since the year 1816, and 
have been imposed, upon the petitions of particy 
who have asked for the tax for purposes of pro. 
tection; not because the ad valorem ¢ uty had heey 
evaded, but because protection of a particula, 
article was desired. The highest rate was demand. 
ed, and if that was given, it could only be by a 
specific duty. The following is the list to which 
I refer, and it will be found instructive: 

All the articles on the specific list amount to about niners 
None of these appear to have been imposed with a view 
preventing frauds. 

Nails have been specific from 1790 to the present tin 

Spikes have also. Cut nails are only made in the United 
States. 

Steel has also. 

Wire was ad valorem till 1828. It began to be manufac 
tured three or four years before that time, when a petition 
for protection was made the ground of the duty. 

Tacks, brads, and sprigs, made specific in 1816—no ey; 
tacks used or made in England, and none others of any eon 
sequence are used. 

Sheet, hoop, round, split, and rolled iron, made specific jy 
1816 and 1824, on account of domestic competition. 

Bar, rolled, hammered, and pig iron were changed to sp 
citic—the first two in 1816, and the last in 1818, for the pur 
pose of revenue solely. 

Anchors were made so high in 1816 for revenue purposes, 
that the duty induced competition at home, till the manufae 
turers asked and obtained increased protection in 1824, and 
sull more in 1842. 

Castings, in 1818, were increased, for protection, from 
three-quarters of a cent to one and a half; in 1824 one anda 
half; and in 1842, from various rates, one to five cents per 
pound. 

Anvils, hammers, and chains, raised for protection, on p 
tition, in 1824 from 20 to 56 per cent. 

Brazier’s rods raised for protection from 20 per cent. to 3 
cents per pound in 1824, on petition of manufacturers; pres 
ent duty equal to 56 per cent. 

Mill saws raised in 1824 from 20 per cent. to one dollar 
each, on petition of an Englishman in Philadelphia by the 
name of Millington. There are now four otaer manufa 
turers. 

Mill cranks and mill irons both raised in 1824 from 20 per 
cent. to 4 cents per pound, for protection. 

Sad irons, in 1824, were beginning to be made, and Con 
gress raised the duty from 20 per cent, to 2} cents per pound; 
equal to 8&7 per cent. 

Manufactured silks: These were free principally in 152, 
when a silk mania had overspread the country, and a high 

| specific rate was imposed on the article, by the pound, with 
a view to protection. 

Sewing silk: This article had been subject toa specitic 
duty for some years, in consequence of its being manufac- 
tured in Connecticut, at Mansfield; a duty was imposed in 
1841. 

Gloves, boots, skins, paper, carpeting, hemp, glassware, 
all made specific with a view to protection. 

Pins, shovels, spades, &c., were all increased to protect, 
and so of most other articles- 

Now, having given this history of specific du- 
ties, which is anything but honorable to them even 
for revenue purposes, I go on to say, that the first 
objection to them is that they increase the expense 

‘and add greatly to the difficulty of collecting the 
revenue. I am told that a very large number of the 
clerks—as many as one hundred—employed in the 
New York custom-house, may be—I do not say wil! 
be—but may be dispensed with if you get this ad 
valorem system established. Get rid of this sys- 
tem of specific duties, and yeu can dispense with 
the army of weighers, measurers, gaugers, and 
clerks. “You can also in that case dispense with 4 
large number of clerks in the Treasury Department, 
a large portion of whom being devoted to the labor 

. . S le re 
resulting from these specific duties. You also get 
rid of those most vexatious questions which come 
up before our comptrollers, occupying their time 
almost exclusively, to the great detriment of other 
business. That is a fact well known. The most 
difficult questions which come up before our courts 
of justice connected with the custom-house business 
| originate in this system of specific duties. The con- 
tested cases arising from specific duties are ten to 
one to those arising from ad valorem duties. There 
is also constant danger under the specific duty sys 
tem of the officer making a mistake either in —. 
uring, weighing, or gauging. The probability of col- 
lusion and fraud under this system is as ten to one 

, under the ad valorem system. Articles on — 

ad valorem duties are imposed, in going through 
the custom-house, pass under the surveillance of 
the collector, naval officer, appraisers, and assist- 

‘ant appraisers, clerks, and examiners. A con- 


rut 


ul 








J 
1840. 
cant succession of checks against fraud is thus 
tablished. Under the specific duty system the 
ve ig altogether different, the article passing 
“ oh the hands of but one officer, who, after the 
pest of weighing, measuring, or gauging, passes 
‘he article to the hands of the importer, without be- 
‘vr subjected to the salutary check which the other 
-vatem interposes against collusion and fraud. Un- 
Zz rsuch a system I need not say asingle officer may 
defraud the Government to an imimense amount 
with impunity. Ido not say that such a species 
of fraud 1s common, but | maintain that the prob- 
»ilities of the occurrence of fraud under the pres- 
i system are infinitely stronger than it would be 
ader the system which this bill seeks to establish; 
asmuch as in the one case the article passes 
rough the hands of a single officer; in the other 
case turough the hands of several, Let me dwell 
») this a moment longer. W e will suppose an 
oheer weighing any amount of silk—how easy 
op him to wip the beam, or fraudulently to state a 
yrong result. Lf he makes a mistake in weighing, 
ho is to detect it? If absurd enough to make it 
4 measuring, he may be detected, but in that case 
he can easily eseape under color of an innocent 
error of calculation. I am thus fully sustained in 
‘ye assertion, that the chances of fraud, collusion, 
ud mistake, under the specific duty system) are 
amerous; under the ad valorem system they can- 
not occur. But, sir, if there are no mistakes, or 
vo frauds committed by public oflicers—supposing 
all your officers to be models of purity and fideli- 
‘y—still 1 maintain that it is infinitely more diffi- 
eyltto detect mistakes, fraudulent or otherwise, 
a measuring piece-goods, under the specific duty 
vstem, than it is to detect fraud or error in valua- 
sons under the ad valorem system. If you wish 
«avoid frauds, instead of abandoning the ad valo- 
vem system, adhere more closely to it. ‘The prob- 
‘lity of frauds under the one and under the other 
cystem, is as ten to one. Under the bill now be- 
‘re you, you will have fewer frauds than ever have 
been perpetrated under any other revenue law. 
You will collect the duties with more certainty and 
at less expense, with the smallest possible probabil- 
ity of fraud, and then it has the great meriton its face 
of carrying the rate of duty withit. But there is an- 
other objection. It is grounded on the assumption 
that the value of the goods will diminish in conse- 
suence of improved systems of manufacture. ‘That 
‘as been the resultof ourexperience. A specific du- 
y may be imposed with the view of making it one- 
jalf the value of the article, and yet, by a gradual 
{ulin the price the duty may come to amount to 
ihe full value of the article. Thus a duty of 50 
percent. may become cent per cent., and thus, 
wader a system of specific duties, you must ever 
be doing that of which some gentlemen entertain 
sich religious horror—you must be constantly 
unkering with the tariff; you must have continual 
recourse to legislation, in order to relieve your- 
elves from the fluctuations in the price of articles 
subjected to specific duties. Another objection is, 
that specific duties make no distinction between 
coarse and fine goods. A large proportion of the 
people are compelled to purchase coarse articles on 
count of their cheapness. ‘To discriminate against 
coarse goods is, therefore, to discriminate against 
poverty—against the masses—against the people; 
\ benefit a few at the expense of the many. If 
ever there were a more unjust system of laying 
duties than that against which I am now speak- 
wig, Lhave yet to learn of it. I do think that all 
wtelligent and impartial men must agree with me, 
that the tariff of 1842 is full of instances of the 
cross absurdity and gross injustice of taxing arti- 
‘nearly the same at very different rates without 
wy reason, except that generally the highest rates 
ae imposed on the coarse articles. ‘To show the 
nequality of the specific duties, | may mention a 
fact recently communicated to me. I am told that 
‘lady’s shaw] of great value, lately imported, paid 
only about one per cent., the specific duty being 
vied on its weight, and this was so fine and costl 
‘iat the duty amounted to but one per cent. Suc 
ae the inequalities of specific duties. I defy gen- 
“emen to show such injustice and inequality under 
‘te ad valorem system. But if there were no 
“ther objection than this to specific duties, that 
“iey concealed, and are intended to conceal, the 
‘mount of duty, it were sufficient to condemn | 
‘em. For I take it that these duties never could |) 
“ave been levied if they had been levied in broad | 


2 


“sy; and in plain English, if the people of the '| large exporting section of the finest cotton-growing | 


country had known how much they paid, I re- 
peat, then, sir, the effect of the specific duties is 
to conceal the amount of duty, and that is their 
object. Sir, I consider that it is the very essence 
of liberty, under any system of government, that 
the people should know the amount of their taxa- 
tion. I need not enlarge on that. There can be 
no genuine freedom—there can be no practical 
liberty—where every man does not know the ex- 
tent to which he is taxed by his Government. 
But, Mr. President, | take it for granted that the 
great objection which will be urged against this bill 
will be that an adequate revenue will not be raised 
by it for the purposes of Government. Such a de- 
ficiency could result only in one case, and that is, 
if the duties were laid so high as to be prohibitory, 
thus preventing importations. I take it for granted, 
that if the duties are considerably reduced, so much 
so as to lead to a very large importation, we can 
have upon an average 21} per cent., which would 
give us twenty-eight millions of revenue. But 
gentlemen tell us that this will not produce revenue 
enough. None of them, however, have the hardi- 
hood to say that it will be because the duties are 
prohibitory. Now I hold that the duties are still 
too high. I maintain that by a farther reduction 
we could obtain more revenue. It is diilicult to 
determine on what articles the increased reduction 
should be made, but l have no doubt that 30 per 
cent., or 25 per cent., is too high in the aggregate 
for a revenue duty, and that on the mass of articles 
we would raise more revenue at 25 per cent. than 
at 30; and still more at 20 per cent. than at 25 
per cent. That is my opinion. Now, one set of 
gentlemen will tell you in one breath, that by this 
bill we never can raise a revenue, and in the very 
next breath, speaking for the manufacturers, they 
declare that we will be inundated with importa- 
tions—flooded with English goods. Well, then, I 
can only say we will also be inundated with rev- 
enue. In my opinion the inundation will not be 
So great as it ought to be. A lower duty would 
poo a greater importation, and consequently a 
arger revenue. ‘Therefore, though I do not look 
for a very heavy inundation, yet I expect one suf- 
ficient to give us twenty-eight or thirty millions 
of revenue. No man,sir, can look over the statis- 
tics of this country, even in the most desultory 
manner, and remain unconvinced of the justice of 
thisexpectation. We have hada very heavy free 
list, which we have abolished in this bill. We 
have put duties on everything, and on some of the 
articles included in the free list to which I have 
just alluded we have imposed the highest rate of 
duty. But what will be the probable amount of 
duties under this bill, is necessarily to some extent 
amatter of conjecture. Lvery one is entitled to 
the privilege of guessing. 1 have made an estimate 
with some care, though of course not with any ex- 
pectauion of approximating to the accuracy of the 
calculations made by the Treasury Department. 
dut so far as I have been able, and entirely inde- 
pendent of the department, | have made an esti- 


| mate, using the best aid that I could find, and the 


fullest information which the shortness of the time 
allowed me to collect. Founding my estimate upon 


_ the importation of last year, | make out, under the 


new bil, duties to the amount of §23,886,657— 

within a small fraction of twenty-four millions, 

Adding to that the estimated increase of duties, 

$4,470,883, and we have a total of $28,357,540. 
Mr. CAMERON. After paying expenses? 
Mr. LEWIS. Yes. 


Mr. CAMERON. On what do you base your 
, calculation ? 


Mr. LEWIS replied, on the importations of last 
year; and proceeded: But will there be an increase 
of importations? That is an important question; 
and itis one which every Senator should address 
to himself. I think there will be a considerable 


increase; and in that opinion I am persuaded every 


Senator within the sound of my voice, after a can- 
did examination of the subject, must concur. On 
what do I ground this opinion? The answer is 
easy and obvious. First, I look for an increase of 
importations from the operation of a cause which 


| must continue to exist—the rapid augmentation of 


the population, resources, and commercial activity 
of the country. Taking an average of ten years, 
the increase has been 25 per cent. Secondly, the 
annexation of Texas to the Union. 
population of that State is not, in itself, of import- 
ance in this calculation, but it is the addition of a 


It is true the | 
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land in the world, to which I would point as one 
of the causes of that augmented importation of 
which Lam speaking. ‘The exportation from that 
section will, of course, form the basis of an impor- 
tauion of goods to an equal amount, and of import- 
ance sufficient to be included in this calculation. 
But again: there is another source to which I look 
with great confidence and with great interest, as 
certain to produce a vast increase in our importa- 
tions. I allude to the relaxation of duties on Amer- 
ican produce by Great Britain. The extent of 
this Increase no Man can, of course, predict; but 
that it will be large, no man can doubt. T havea 
table here by which I will show the magnetic speed 
with which our exports have increased, even in 
anticipation of the modification of the corn-law 
system of England. 

The effect of the corn-law in anticipation mere- 
ly in the city of New York on exports is as fol- 
lows: 


F'rom Jan. 1 to June 30, 1846. 1845. 

Corn, (bushels) ........529.697 73,266 (7 times as great.) 
Cornmeal, (in barrels)... 54,187 12.507 (4) times as great.) 
PMCS MORES) ce ssiccceees 16,737 41,9°0 (nearly double.) 
VUMONE cian, exexecawees MM S8 11,600 (200times as much.) 
Flour, (wheat)......... 114,075 103,614 (4 times as much.) 
3). i 6499 270L (2) times as much.) 
BND aicine xc 000% cae 19.037 15,661 (1) as mueth.) 


Such is the ascertained result not of the actual 
reduction, but only of the anticipation of the reduc- 
tion of the English corn laws. What, let me ask, 
must be the effect of their total repeal by the pas- 
sage of Sir Robert Peel’s law, which | am told has 
reached us in an authentic form, in a paper not 
now before me? I have read these extracts from 
a Whig paper—from a tariff paper—the New York 
Tribune. 

Mr. WEBSTER. Have you stated to 
place these exports were made? 

Mr. LEWIS. Principally to England. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, inquired the date 
of the paper. 

Mr. LEWIS replied that he had received it yes- 
terday. Now Lask (he continued) if, under the 
tariff? of 1842—bad as it is, and it is worse than 
anything that people should ever submit to—if 
even under that law, in anticipation of the action 
of the British Parliament on the corn laws, the ex- 
portation of American produce was so vastly aug- 
mented, what is not to be expected from the oper- 
ation of alaw which must necessarily tend in itself 
to increase importations after that anticipated ac- 
tion had taken place? What is not to be expected 
when reduction has taken place at both ends of 
the line? There must of necessity be a greatly 
increased elasticity in all commercial operations, 
and imports and exports must go on augmenting 
with vastly increased activity. Itis difficult to say 
what increase of imports may flow from the re- 
duction of duties. But I ask, is it not a neces- 
sary consequence of reduced duties to have tn- 
creased importations? Do not the reduction of 
duties, and the increase of importations, sustain the ° 
same relations to each other as cause and eifeet? 
When has there been a reduction on the rates of 
postage that has not been followed by an increased 
correspondence? I have now before me a document 
which came from a source of the highest respecta- 
bility, and which will be regarded as possessing no 
mean authority on the other side of the Senate. The 


what 


| document was politely furnished to me by the 
| Senator from Rhode Island, [Mr. Simmons,] one 


| 1842. 


of the most distinguished advocates of the tariff of 
It is his testimony in favor ofa still farther 
reduction of postage, on the principle that the 
reduction of the rate must of necessity be followed 
by an increase of correspondence and consequent 
increase of revenue. And yet our honorable friend 
will contend, as strenuously as any man on this 
floor, that if we reduce the tariff we will havea 
vast falling off in the revenue. The gentleman 1s 
willing to reduce the postage, because, as he prop- 
erly argues, it will increase the revenue, but he 
will give us no reduction of duties on imported 
goods, because he says that it will reduce the reve- 
nue. Lord protect us from such reasoning! If 
we could get any series of years during which a 
tariff law similar to that imposed in this bill had 
been in operation, we might obtain the basis of an 
accurate calculation. But it so happens, with 
so much vigilance has the protective policy been 
guarded, that we cannot find such a basis. The 
last five years of the Compromise act are the five 
lowest years that can be found, and yet I will take 
them as the basis of calculation—a basis very 
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much against me, because the duties were much 
higher than they will be for the next five years. 
The net average importations for 1837, 1838, 1839, 


1840, and 1841, was one hundred and fourteen 
millions. "The average rate for 1847, 1848, 1849, 
1850, and 1851, we will set down at one hundred 
and fifty-four millions, which, under the present 
of the new bill, will give an average in these 
years of thirty-three millions one hundred and six 
tween thousand dollars. 


rates 


Sut out of this calculation, 
as will be at once perceived, | have left out all 
those causes of increased importation which I have 
already enumerated—the annexation of Texas, 
the erowth of the country, and the abolition of the 
Mnglish laws. In every which I] 
] contemplate this measure . Iam 
soundne Very 
puny rfe etly, as I must confess, I have end avored 
my views of the bill in that aspect to 


corn view itt 

ive been able to 
convinced of it s and its utility. 
1 present 


which I saying L would confine myself. 
1; { lL have do e the 


et out by 


best ] could, considering the 
hortness of the time which circumstances placed 
t my d “pos il for th conside ration of the sub- 


' . own 
ect, and in the absence of aid from the Treasury 


Department: and | have 


now only to thank the 

Senate for the patient attention with which they 
have honored my remarks. 

Mr. EVANS then rose and announced his desire 


of addre no the Senate on the bill, but as the day 


far advanced, he would ask to be indulged 
itine tll 


vas How 
and would therefore 
further consideration of the bill be 


watponed till twelve o’clock to-morrow. 
I 
Vhie 


1k OW to-morrow, 


move that the 


motion wa then put and avres d to. 
BILL 


the Senate 


THE 
Mr. DIX moved that resume the 
ration of the warehouse bill, in order to 
take action upon any amendments pending, or to 
be submitted. 
"The mat 
The bill accordingly was again taken up, the 
question being upon the amendment submitted by 
Mr. Reverpy Jounson. 


WAREHOUSE AGAIN. 


} 
en she 


ion was agreed to, 


The yeas and nays being called for upon the 
adoption of the amendment, were ordered, and, 
heine taken. resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Cilley, Thomas Clay 
ton, Corwia, Crittenden, Davis, Evans, Greene, Hunting 
toa, Jarnagin, Johnson of Maryland, Mangum, Miller, 
Morehead, Nilos, Simmons, Sturgeon, Upham, and Wood 


bridge —20 

N \YS Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atherton, Bagby, Benton, 
Bright, Calhoun, Cass, Chalmers, Diekinson, Dix, Fairfield, 
Hannegan, Haywood, Houston, Johnson of Louisiana, 
Lowis, MeDuftie, Pennybacker, Rusk, Speight, Turney, 
Webster, Westcott, and Yulee—25. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. MILLER submitted an amendment, which 
was arreed to, 

No further amendments being submitted, the 
bil! was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time, 

IMPROVEMENT OF THE WESTERN RIVERS. 

The “ bill to provide for the improvement of the 
navigation of the rivers Ohio, Mississippi, and 
Arkansas,’’ was taken up for consideration. 

Mr. CALFHIOUN moved that the bill be laid 
upon the table, as a bill recently reported by him 
from a select committee would cover the whole 
subject. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN suggested that the bill 
reported by the gentleman from South Carolina 
might not pass during the present session, and 
expressed the hope that action would be had upon 
the bill under consideration, as it was a familiar 
subject which would require but little time for 
consideration, 

Mr. CALHOUN withdrew his motion. 

The bill had been referred to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals, and reported back with sundry 
amendments, which were agreed to. : 

The bill was then reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. CALHOUN moved to amend the bill by 
adding the two following sections, being the two 
first sections of the bill reported by Mr. C. from 
the select committee to whom was referred the 
memorial of the Memphis Convention: 

Re it enue 
of the Us 
the Pres} 


ted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
1 States of America in Congress assembled, That 
dent of the United States be, and he is hereby, 


wuthorized to appoint a board of engineers, consisting of 


three, one to b 


ot the corps of engineers, and the other two 
to be civil engineers, whose duty it shall be to make, under 


the direction of the Secretary of War, a careful examina- || 
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tion and survey of the Mississippi, including its principal 
tributaries, and to report their opinion in detail to him, as 
to the present condition of its navigation; the character of 
the obstructions which endanger or impede it ; to what ex- 
tent they may be removed; what would be the effect of their 
removal in lessening the hazard to which they are exposed, 
and increasing its safety and expedition; what measures 
should be adopted for their removal; what sum it would be 
advisable to appropriate annually for removing them; what 
sum would prebably be required to keep its navigation in 
good condition after they are removed; and what measures 
should be adopted to insure an etlicient and economical ex 

penditure of the money which may be appropriated for the 
improvement of its navigation. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the two civil engi- 
neers shall be cach paid for his services at the rate of ®2,000 
per annum, in fullofall charges ; and that the sum of $5,000 
be, and is hereby, appropriated to pay the expense inci- 
dental to the examination and survey of the board. 

Mr. JARNAGIN had no objection to the latter 
amendment as a substitute for the original bill, but 
as an amendment of said bill, he thought that it 
would make confusion. He did not consider it 
regular to first pass appropriations for the improve- 
ment of certain tributaries of the Mississippi, and 
then pass an enactment appointing a hoard of en- 
vineers to make examination of said waters, with 
a view to the improvement of their navigation, 

Mr. HANNEGAN hoped that the amendment 
would be withdrawn, as he feared that passing it 
now might defeat the entire measure. Mr. H. 
alluded, in strong terms, to the importance of the 
Wabash and other western rivers, and the neglect 
by the Government to take the proper steps for 
their improvement. 

Senators MOREHEAD and CRITTENDEN 
expressed themselves in favor of the amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN expressed his views in opposition 
to the amendment. 


Mr. JARNAGIN said he would vote for the | 


amendment offered by the gentleman from South 
Carolina, and would then move to amend the bill 
further. 


Mr. BAGBY expressed his intention to vote for | 


the amendment, giving his reasons for such vote; 
which, however, were not distinctly heard by the 
reporter. 

Mr. DIX stated that the river and harbor ap- 
propriation bill, which had passed the House of 
Representatives, contained provisions for some of 
the improvements now asked for. 

After some further remarks by Mr. HANNE- 
GAN, the question was taken on the adoption of 
Mr. Catnoun’s amendment, and the same was 
acrreé d to. 

Mr. JARNAGIN moved an amendment to the 
bill, appropriating $150,000 for the improvement 
of the Tennessee river above the Muscle Shoals. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said, that if his friend 
from Tennessee [Mr. Jarnnacin] would withdraw 
his amendment, and bring it up on the harbor bill, 
he would find him (Mr. C.) an ally in his cause; 
but he feared that if the amendment was passed 


now, it might endanger other measures of a simi- 


lar character. 

Mr. HANNEGAN said that he would vote 
against the amendment. It would not be proper 
for him, and other western Senators, to vote for 
the improvement of the Tennessee river, without 
at the same time insisting upon a similar measure 
in behalf of the Illinois, Wabash, and other rivers 
in the same direction, which were of so much 
importance to the western country, upon which 
so creat a loss of life and property annually occur- 
red for want of a paltry sum to remove the obstruc- 
tions to their navigation. 

After some further remarks by Mr. BAGBY, 
the question was taken upon the amendment, and 
it was disagreed to on a division—yeas 12, nays 17. 

The question recurring upon ordering the bill to 
a third read ie 

Mr. BAGBY called for the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and, being taken, resulted as 
follows: 

YEAS—Mesers. Allen, Archer, Ashley, Barrow, Benton, 
Breese, Bright, Calhoun, Cass, Chalmers, Thomas Clay- 
ton, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis, Dayton, Greene, Hannegan, 
Houston, Huntington, Jarnagin, Johnson of Maryland, John- 
son of Louisiana, Miller, Morehead, Rusk, Semple, Sim- 
nem Speight, Sturgeon, Upham, Webster, and Wood- 
ridge—W., 

NAYS—Messrs. Atherton, Bagby, Cilley, Dickinson, Dix, 
Sone | Hay wood, Niles, Phelps, Turney, Westcott, and 

ce—IZ. 





So the bill was ordered to a third reading. 
On motion of Mr. HANNEGAN, no objection 


being made, the bill was then read a third time and | 
passed, 


The Senate then adjourned. 


| ponement would not take place. 





July 13 

E = ; : : ee = ’ 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpay, July 13, 1846. 

The Journal of Saturday was read and approved 

The SPEAKER said the business first jy y,,. 
was the consideration of the various Propositio ; 
pending in relation to the public printing. = 

Mr. OWEN, on leave given, introduced 
amendment which he proposed to offer to the oy a 
uation bill. 

On motion of Mr. O. it was ordered to be printed 

Mr.G. S. HOUSTON. Let us receive reports 

Mr. WHITE asked leave to offer the follow. 
resolution: oe 

Resolved, That a committee of five be appointed 
by the Speaker to examine the accounts of th. 
Fifth Auditor, and the propriety of placing th). 
duties of said office under the consideration aya 
management of the Topographical bureau, ay 
report by bill or otherwise. 


Objections were made. 

Mr. W. said he had several times endeavored to 
introduce the resolution, but had not troubled th 
House with a motion to suspend the rules. By 
he now made that motion. 

The SPEAKER said the motion was not jy 
order, the rules having already been suspended for 
the purpose of the special order. 


BUSINESS BEFORE THE SENATE, 


Mr. DROMGOOLE sent up to the chair a reso- 
lution, which he asked leave to offer. 

Mr. BOYD moved that the consideration of the 
special order (the public printing) be postponed for 


one hour, in order that the committees might )e 
called for reports. ; 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr Dromeoote] has asked leave to offer a 
resolution. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE asked for the reading of 


i 
the resolution. 
And it was read for information, as follows: 


Ordered, That a message be sent to the Senate reminding 
that body that a bill entitled “An act to provide for the bet 
ter organization of the treasury, and for the collection, sa! 
keeping, transfer, and disbursement of the public revenue,” 
passed April 2, 1846, and communicated to the Senate for 
concurrence 3 also, a bill entitled “An act making approp: 
ations for the civil and diplomatic expenses of Government 
for the year ending on 30th June, 1847, and for other p 
poses,” passed May 28, 1846, and communicated to the Se: 
ate for coneurrence ; also a bill entitled ‘*An act making 
appropriations for the naval service for the year ending the 
30th June, 1847,’? passed June 15, 1846, and communicated 
to the Senate for concurrence ; also a bill entitled * An act 
making appropriations for the support of the Military Acad 
emy for the year ending the 30th June, 1847,”’ passed May 
14, 1846, and sent to the Senate for concurrence; and rr 
commending to the Senate the consideration of the aforesaid 
bills, as of great importance. 


Mr. WENTWORTH. I move to amend the 
resolution so as to include the bill which passed 
this House a long time ago, making appropriations 
for harbors and rivers. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE. Is there any objection to 
the reception of the resolution ? 

Mr. WENTWORTH. Yes, I object unless the 
river and harbor bill is included. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL and other members 
rose and objected to the introduction of the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE moved a suspension of the 
rules. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is not in order, 
for the reasons stated by the Chair, that the rules 


have already been suspended for the special order. 


THE PUBLIC PRINTING. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE moved to postpone the con- 
sideration of the special order. 

Mr. HENLEY remarked that as all the printing 
was not yet executed, it would be necessary 
postpone the consideration of the special order un- 
til to-morrow. And he made that motion. 

Mr. McKAY requested Mr. Henvey to modify 


his motion, so as to postpone the special order 


until the bill authorizing an issue of treasury notes 


/ should have been disposed of. He (Mr. McK.) 


hoped that the chairman of the select committee 
on printing would acquiesce in the suggestion. 
Mr. G. DAVIS assented. 
Mr. HENLEY said he hoped so long a post- 
It had been said 


that if the subject was not acted upon soon, It 
| would be lost sight of altogether. 
| Mr. McKAY suggested a postponement until 
|| this day week. : 
Mr. G. DAVIS suggested until next Thursday. 








p 
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Mr. McKAY. Say Friday. 
\fter a brief conversation, 
The farther consideration of the special order 
was, on motion of Mr. McKAY, postponed until 
Monday next. 
BUSINESS BEFORE THE SENATE. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE now moved that the rules 
be ‘suspended, to enable him to introduce the reso- 
jytion above given. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON. I shall feel con- 
strained to call for the yeas and nays. 

“Mr. DROMGOOLE. The resolution is_per- 
etly re spectful, and in conformity with paarlia- 
mentary usage. : 

Mr. TIBBATTS desired the gentleman to state 
why he had left out the river and harbor bill. He 

\lr. T.) would like to have an answer. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said it would be perceived 
shat he had mentioned three appropriation bills 
which ought to have passed in time to take effect 
at the commencement of the current fiscal year. 
The other bill was a bill passed in April last, hav- 
ing relation to the great fiscal concerns of the Gov- 
ernment, and he had, therefore, selected these four 
pills as requiring immediate action. If the rules 
were suspended, it would be competent for the 
oeytleman to move an amendment. 

Mr. G. DAVIS (turning to Mr. Dromcoo.e) 
puta question to him which the reporter could not 
hear distinctly, but which was understood to be to 
this effect: whether the gentleman supposed that 
the Senate had forgotten, or was ignorant of the 
business before it? 

Mr. DROMGOOLE rose. 

Cries to order. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE. =I am going to answer the 
evestion of the gentleman. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON submitted that all 
debate was out of order. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE. If the rules should be 

uspended, and the resolution introduced, I shall 

prepared to show, by authority and precedents, 
ihat such a message is in conformity with long- 
established parliamentary usage, and cannot be 
properly regarded as in any degree disrespectful 
to the Senate. 

Atthe request of Mr. D. the following quotations 
are made, to wit: 

“[tis not the usage for one House to inform the other by 
what numbers a bill has passed. (10 Grey, 150.) Yet they 

ive sometimes recommended a bill, as of great importance, 
tw» the consideration of the House to which it is sent.”—(3 
Huts. 25.) 

»When a bill is sent by one House to the other, and is ne- 
glected, they may send a message to remind them of it.’— 

) Hals., 25; 5 Grey, 154; Jefferson’s Manual.) 

ln Sth Grey, 154, the following debate is re- 
ported: 

“Mr. Powne. Tam glad tosee the inclination of the House 
to strengthen the Protestant religion, and [hope it will con- 

ue. L move, therefore, to send up to the Lords, to put 
i) in mind of our bill of Popery, that we may give the 
country some aecount of the delay of it. 

“sir Thomas Ler. You have sent several messages to 
the House of Lords about that bill, without effect. [I would 

ve the Lords with a message for a conference, and there 
put the Lords in mind of it. 

“Sir Thomas CiarGes. Nothing may be sent by mes- 

sage to the Lords but what may be done by conference, and 
itis the more decent way to do this. 
“The Speaker. T would know what you would confer 
nut. Youean take notice of nothing that the Lords have 
mein their House; and your former messages bave not 
entaken well. If it be done, the Lords may do the same 
upon Us, and it may be very inconvenient. 

~ A message was sent to the Lords, (by Mr. Powle,) as 


noved,”” &e, 


the 


Under the title “* Form of messages between 
Lords and Commons,” in 3 Hatsell’s Precedents, 
page 25, the following is entered: 

* On the 28th of February, 1699, the Lords send down a 
‘1, whieh they recommend to the consideration of the 
House as a bill of great consequence. A committee is ap- 
pouted to inspect precedents of such recommendatory 
messages, Who report on the 5th March several precedents 


similar messages from the Lords and from the Commons 
to the Lords.”? 


_ And under the head of ‘‘ Observations’’ on the 
foregoing title, the following occur : 


_ Though it is net customary for either House to inform 
= other by what numbers a bill has passed, yet it appears 
Ya reportof the Sth March, 1699, that they have sometimes 
recommended bills as of great importance to the considera- 
ton ofthe House to which the bill is sent. It has also hap- 
pened that when a bill has been sent to the Lords, and it 
‘as been negleeted there, the Commons have sent a mes- 
“age to remind them of it, asin instances of 11th April, 1716, 
“4d May, 1721, and on the 12th February, 1722.” 


The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 
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And the question being on that motion, 

Mr. HOGE called for the reading of the resolu- 
tion; which was again read. 

And the question ‘Shall the rules be suspended ?”’ 
was then taken, and the vote stood—ayes 39, noes 
72. 

So the SPEAKER declared that the rules were 
not suspended. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE (to the Chair.) 
quorum vote? 

The SPEAKER. A quorum votes with the 
Speaker, who votes either way, to make a quo- 
rum. 

So the resolution was not received. 

Mr. McKAY called for the orders of the day. 

Bills on the Speaker’s table of the following 
titles, viz: 

An act granting a pension to Joseph Morrison; 

An act to provide for the more effectual publica- 
tion of the laws of the United States; 

An act to allow to Elijah White compensation 
for services and reimbursement of expenses incur- 
red by him as acting sub-agent of Indian affairs, 
west of the Rocky Mountains; 

An act for the relief of Henry Elting; 

An act for the relief of Bent, St. Vrain, and 
Co.; which bills were read twice, and committed; 
and also 

An act for the relief of B. Harris, of La Salle 
county, in I]linois; 

A resolution supplementary to the resolution of 
the 20th of February, 1845, for distributing the 
works of the Exploring Expedition, were severally 
read a third time and passed. 


Does a 


PAY OF VOLUNTEERS. 


The House proceeded to the consideration of 
the amendment of the Senate to the joint resolu- 
tion of the House to refund to the States and indi- 
viduals expenses incurred by them under calls for 
militia and volunteers made by Generals Gaines 
and Taylor; when 

Mr. PAYNE moved to amend the amendment 
of the Senate, by inserting, in lieu of the proviso 
struck out by the Senate, the following: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be autho- 
rized as aforesaid to allow and pay to said volun- 
teers the same compensation to which they would 
have been entitled under existing laws had they 
been mustered into the service of the United States, 
estimating the time from the date of leaving home 
until their return thereto. 


Mr. PAYNE said he would offer a few words 
of explanation in reference to the amendment he 
had offered to the amendment from the Senate. 
The resolution passed by the Senate provides for 
the payment of the actual expenses incurred by 
the volunteers called out by order of Major Gen- 
eral FE. P. Gaines, but not received or mustered 
into the service of the United States. 

His amendment went further, and provides for 
the payment of said volunteers such compensation 
as the law now authorizes, and as they would 
have been entitled to, had they been received and 
mustered into the service of the United States. 

Upon the justice of his amendment he hada 
word or two to add. It was known to the mem- 
bers of this body that the class of our citizens, 
who usually patriotically volunteer in the service 
of the country, are men who depend upon their 
own labor for support. The call was made at 
that season of the year when labor was most valu- 
able. It was the season for ‘ pitching crops,” 
and those persons who were then called from their 
homes can make no crop this season. Under 
these circumstances, nothing can be more just than 
that they should be amply compensated for their 
loss. We cannot amply compensate them; but 
we can pay for the time lost—the compensation 
now allowed by law—and it will be grossly unjust 
not to do so. 

The volunteers called out by General Gaines 
supposed that he was authorized to make the call; 


| they could not, and ought not to have looked be- 


hind the requisition of a Government officer. 


| Therefore, in obeying his requisition, they were 


discharging, as patriotic citizens always will do, 
the most sacred obligations to the country; and it 
is for this reason your duty to pay them. 

Mr. McKAY (chairman of the Committee of 


Ways and Means) briefly objected to the amend- 


The yeas and nays on the motion to suspend the | 


tules were asked and refused. 


‘Mr. P. had moved in this matter upon his own '' 


ment, and demanded the previous question. 
To an intimation made by Mr. McKay, that 


- 
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responsibility, and without application from any 
quarter upon the subject, Mr. PAYNE remarked : 
The gentleman said he had moved in this matter 
upon his own responsibility, and without an ap- 
plication from the volunteers interested. How 
does the gentleman know what he states to be 
true? He had received various letters upon the 
subject. But suppose he had moved upon his 
own responsibility; had he not the right to do so? 
Must every proposition emanate from the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means? If his proposition 
was a just and proper one, would not the House 
vote for it just as readily as if the proposition had 
come from the chairman of that committee ? 

‘There was a second to the demand for the pre- 
vious question, and the main question was order- 
ed. 

Some conversation followed, in which Messrs. 
TIBBATTS, PAYNE, and the SPEAKER parti- 
cipated. 

Mr. PAYNE asked the yeas and nays on his 
amendment; which were retused 

The amendment was then rejected. 

Mr. JOHN A. ROCKWELL moved a recon- 
sideration of the vote, and asked the yeas and 
nays; which were refused. 

The vote was not reconsidered. 

And the amendment of the Senate, by ayes 71, 
noes 44, was then coneurred in. 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON wished to make an 
inquiry of the Speaker. He wished to know 
whether it would be m order for him to move to 
refer to the Committee of Ways and Means or the 
Committee on Military Affairs the subject em 
braced in his colleague’s [Mr. Payne's] amend- 
ment. Mr. H. said he desired that subject to be 
brought up, but not as his colleague had proposed 
it. He (Mr. H.) wished to see included in the 
proposition not only the volunteers called out by 
Generals Gaines and Taylor, as proposed by his 
colleague, [Mr. Payne,] but also such as were 
called out and equipped themselves under the 
order of the War Department, and who were not 
received into the service of the United States. He 
thought that the expenses of equipment, and other 
expenses necessarily involved in their preparations 
for such a service, should be paid, as well as for 
their time. He therefore desired to embrace all 
of these points in the motion and reference pro- 
posed, thereby placing all volunteers upon the 
same footing. 

The motion was not now in order. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the President of the Columbia 
Typographical Society, accompanied by a resolu- 


tion from said Society relative to the printing of 


Congress; which was laid on the table. 

The question recurred on the motion of Mr. 
MeKay for the orders of the pay. 

A brief conversation followed. 

Mr. PAYNE moved a suspension of the rules 
for the purpose of offering a resolution. It was 
(he said) in reference to the payment of the volun- 


teers not received or mustered into the service of 
He wished to test the sense of 
the House upon the subject, and to ascertain, if 


the United States. 


possible, whether they would or would not consid- 
er the question. It was pretty conclusive that no 
proposition could pass this House, which did not 
originate with the Committee of Ways and Means. 
Upon that committee (continued Mr. P.) I now 
desire to throw the responsibility of defeating the 
proposition to pay the volunteers called out by 
order of a Government officer, but not mustered 
into the service. For this purpose I move a sus- 
pension of the rules; and I ask the yeas and nays, 
(which were subsequently ordered. ) 

The resolution is as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and 
Means be instructed to inquire into the expedieney 
of reporting a bill providing for the compensation 
and payment of the volunteers called out by virtue 
of the order of the Secretary of War, or by order 
of General E. P. Gaines, but not received or mus- 
tered into the service of the United States. 


After some conversation between Messrs. G. S. 
HOUSTON, PAYNE, VANCE, and the SPEAK- 
ER, 

The question, ‘* Shall the rules be suspended ?"’ 
was taken, and resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. John Quincy Adama, Stephen Adams, 
Barringer, Bell, Benton, Biggs, James A. Black, Blanchard, 
Bowlin, Boyd, Milton Brown, William G. Brown, Buffing. 
ton, Buri, William W, Campbell, John H. Campbell, Cath- 
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cart, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Chipman, Cobb, Cocke, 
Collin, Crozier, Cullom, Cummins, Dargan, Darragh, Garrett 
Davis, De Mott, Dillingham, Dixon, Dobbin, Dockery, Doug- 
lase, Duniap, Ellsworth, Erdman, John H. Ewing, Faran, 
Ficklin, Foot, Foster, Fries, Garvin, Gentry, Giles, Graham, 
Grider, Hamlin, Hampton, Haralson, Harper, Henley, Hoge, 
Elias B. Holmes, John W. Houston, George S. Houston, 
Edmund W. Habard, Samuel D. Hubbard, Washington 
Hunt, (. J. Ingersoll, Jenkine, J. H. Johnson, Andrew John 
ron, Joseph Johnson, George W. Jones, Kaufman, Daniel P 
King, Thomas Butler King, La Sere, Lewis, Long, Maclay, 
McClean, McClelland, MeClernand, MeConnell, Joseph 
J. MeDowell, James MeDowell, McGaughey, McHenry. 
tarkley Martin, Miller, Morris, Morse, Moseley, Niven, 
Owen, Parrish, Payne, Pillsbury, Relfe, Roberts, John A. 
Rockwell, Sawtelle, Schenek, Seddon, Severance, Alexan 
der D. Sime, Leonard H. Sims, Albert Smith, Thomas 
Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, Stark 
weather, Stephens, Stewart, Strom, Strong, Thibodeaux, 
Thomasson, Jacob Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, Til 
den, Frumbo, Vance, Vinton, Wentworth, White, Wick, 
Williams, Winthrop, Woodruff, Woodward, Wright, and 
Young toy 

NAYS — Meesers. Abbott, Ashmun, Atkinson, Bayly, Bedin 
ger, Brodhead, John G. Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, 
Clarke, Cransten, Culver, Dromgoole, Giddings, Gordon, 
Grinnell, Grover, Hopkins, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Preston 
King. Leake, Leib, Melivaine, McKay, Marsh, Moulton, 
Norns, Pendleton, Rathbun, Reid, Rhett, Julius Rockwell, 
Root, Sawyer, Scammon, Seaman, Truman Smith, Sykes, 
Tredway, and Vost—19 


So, two-thirds voting in the affirmative, the rules 
we re il je nde a 

And the resolution being thus before the House, 

Mr. P. demanded the previous question. 

Mr. GEORGE 8S. HOUSTON wished to offer 
the following as a substitute for his colleagrue’s 
|Mr. Payne's] resolution, which, Mr. H. said, 
was more comprehensive and just; it included the 
expense as well as the pay to the volunteers who 
were not received into the service of the United 
States: 

Resolved, Thatthe Committee of Ways and Means be in 
Btructed to inquire into the expediency of reporting a bill 
providing for the payment of such of the rejected volunteers 
as Wer called out by General Gaines or Taylor, or by order 
of the War Department, the compensation allowed by law to 
volunteers received into the service of the United States, 
trom the tine they left their homes until their return. Also 
the expenses of such of said rejected volunteers and com 
panies as were incurred in their proper equipment and ne 
cessary preparation for the service 

Mr. P. not withdrawing the demand, the substi- 
tute was not entertained, 

‘The previous question was seconded, The main 
question was ordered, and, being taken, the reso- 
lution was adopt d. 


On motion of Mr. McK AY, the rules were sus- 
pended for one hour, for the purpose of calling for 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. JOHN A. ROCKWELL, from the Com- 
mittee of Claims, made adverse reports upon the 
petitions of James Warman and of Samuel Worth- 
ington; Which were laid upon the table. 


On motion of Mr. GRINNELL, 


Ordered, That the Committee on Commerce be 


discharged from the consideration of the petition of 


Ed. Harris Miles, for changing the name of the 


barque Pons; and also from the consideration of 


the petitions of the mayor and city council of the 
cities of Baltimore and Philadelphia, and of the 
hoard of health of Philadelphia, relative to medical 
and surgical attendance on board of emigrant ships, 
&e.. and that they be laid on the table. 

Mr. THOMAS SMITH, from the Committee 
on Public Lands, made a report upon the petition 
of John Speneer, accompanied by a bill for his re- 
lief: which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. R ATHBUN, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported a bill for the relief of Benjamin 
Metozerand Francis Gaiennie, deceased, as sureties 
of Benoit Lawents, accompanied by a report in 
writing: which was read twice and committed. 

On motion of Mr. JOSEPH JOHNSON, by 
leave, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions be instructed to inquire into the expe- 
diency of restoring to the pension roll the names 
of James Wamsby and Samuel Z. Jones, of the 
State of Virgimia. 


Mr. DUNLAP, from the Committee on Public 


Expenditures, made a report upon the memorial of 


Henry Elliott, accompanied by the following reso- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the Clerk procure of Henry El- 
liott the condensed annual statement of the receipts 
and expenditures of the United States from 1789 
to 1829, to be paid for out of the contingent fund. 

Which resolution was agreed to. 


Mr. ALBERT SMITH, from the Committee on 
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Private Land Claims, made an adverse reportupon | Mr. DARGAN, from the Committee of Clain. 


the petition of Abraham Forbes; which was laid 
upon the table. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON, from the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, to which was referred the 
bill from the Senate entitled ‘* An act for the relief 
of Elijah White,’’ reported the same without 
amendment, Ordered to be committed. 

Mr. NIVEN, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, made a report upon the petition of the 
widow of Elijah Bragdon, ca ceaee accompanied 
by a bill for her relief; which was read twice, and 
committed. 

Mr. N. also, from the same committee, made 
an adverse report upon the petition of the citizens 


of New Hampshire relative to an alteration of the | 
law relating to the medical staff of the army; | 


which was laid upon the table. 

Mr. ISAAC E. HOLMES, from the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs, to which was referred the 
bill from the Senate entitled ** An act for the relief 
of Nathaniel Phillips,” reported the same without 
amendment. Ordered to be committed. 

Mr. STANTON, from the same committee, re- 
ported a joint resolution concerning the snag-boats 


on the western rivers; which was read twice, and 


committed, 

Mr. S. also, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the establishment of a marine hospital at 
Memphis: read twice, and committed. 

Mr. MACLAY, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, made a report upon the petition of Seth 
Lamb, accompanied by a bill to authorize the See- 
retary of the Navy to test Seth Lamb’s improved 
wheels for ocean steamers; which was read twice, 
and committed, 

Mr. BAYLY, from the same committee, made 
an adverse report upon the resolution of the 19th of 
February last, relating to fitting for sea the ship- 
of-the-line New York, and the frigate St. Law- 
rence; laid upon the table. 

On motion of Mr. McCLERNAND, 

Ordered, ‘That the Committee on Public Lands 


be discharged from the memorial of the New York | 


Institution of the Deaf and Dumb, and the petition 
of the citizens of the State of Illinois, praying for 
a grantof land for the support of the deaf and dumb; 
and that they be laid upon the table. 

Mr. RHETT, from the same committee, made 
a report upon the petitions of Cornelius Manning 
and of Catharine Hodges, accompanied by bill for 
their relief; which were read twice, and committed. 

Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Pensions, made a report upon the peti- 
tion of Elizabeth Fitch, accompanied by a bill for 
her relief ; read twice, and committed. 

Mr. B. also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the bill from the Senate entitled ““An 
act granting a pension to Richard Elliott,’’ reported 
the same with an amendment: which was commit- 
ted. 

Mr. SEAMAN, from the same committee, made 
an adverse report upon the petition of Elizabeth 
Martin, Anna Smith, H. Morton, A. Pearce, A. 
Badfish, M. Bentley, T. Hargas, A. Daughty, J. 
Taylor, J. Olinger, W. Hilton, R. Gibson, N. 
King, B. Hall, J. H. Benner, J. Stevens, J. Bon- 
man, and N. Yanington; which were laid upon the 
table. 

Mr. SCHENCK, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, made a report upon the petition of Lewis 
C. Sarton, accompanied by a bill for his relief ; 
which was read twice, and committed. 

Mr. S. also, from the same committee, made 
reports upon the petitions of James H. Conelly 
and William T. Walthall, accompanied by bills 
for their relief; which were read twice and com- 
mitted. 

Mr. C. B. SMITH, from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, to which was referred the joint 
resolution to create a board to ascertain and deter- 
mine the amount of each of the claims of the citi- 
zens of the United States against Mexico, reported 
the same without amendment; which was com- 
mitted. 

Mr. TRUMAN SMITH, from the same com- 
mittee, to which was referred the bill from the 
Senate entitled ** An act to provide for the ascer- 
tainment and satisfaction of claims of American 
citizens for spoliations committed by the French 
prior to the 31st of July, 1801,” reported the same 
without amendment; which was committed. 

Mr. S. made an ineffectual motion to have this 
bill made the special order for a day certain. 


reported bills of the following titles: 

A bill for the relief of Stalker and Hill: 

A bill for the relief of John C. Stewart 
others; 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of John Lawson, deceased; which bills were peas 
twice and committed. 7 

Mr. HA RALSON, from the Committee 
Military Affairs, reported a bill granting a quart, 
section of land to each officer, non-commissioned 
officer, musician, and private, of the volunter, 
force called for and received into the service 9 
the United States under laws passed the present 
session of Congress; which was read twice ay, 
committed. 

On motion of Mr. BOYD, 

Ordered, That the same committee be discharse 
from the consideration of the petitions of Johy 4 
Webber, relative to his compensation as military 
storekeeper at the Watervliet arsenal, and of 1), 
citizens of Knox county, Indiana; of the citizes 
of Williamson county, Illinois; of the eitize, 
of Columbiana county, Ohio; of the citizens o¢ 
Christian county, Kentucky; of the citizens or 
Pope county, Illinois, relative to a national foyy- 
dry at Fort Massae: also, the petition of the ei: 
zens of Louisiana, relative to a military road fro 
the Red river to the Sabine river; and that they be 
laid upon the table. ; 


anc 


or 


and 


A message from the Senate by Mr. Dickins. 
their Secretary: 

Mr. Speaker: The Senate have passed bills of 
the House of the following titles, viz: 

An act to establish the collection district of C)y)- 
caro. 

An act for the relief of Joseph Kemball. 

An act for the relief of Semington Buffenberger 

An act for the relief of James Davidson, of Fe; 
tress county, in Tennessee. 

An act for the relief of George D. Spencer. 

An act for the relief of James Mains. 

An act for the relief of James Wyman. 

An act for the relief of William MeCauley. 

An act for the relief of John Ficklin. F 

An act for the relief of Joseph Watson. 

An act for the relief of Arthur R. Frogge, of Fer 
tress county, in Tennessee. 

An act for the relief of Joseph M. Rhea, of S 
livan county, in ‘Tennessee. 

An act for the relief of John G. Pierce. 

An act for the relief of John E. Holland. 

An act for the relief of Daniel Ingalls. 

An act for the relief of Adam McCulloch. 

An act for the relief of Sampson Brown. 

An act for the relief of Nathaniel Kuykendall. 

An act for the relief of Benjamin Ballard. 

An act for the relief of James Low. 

An act for the relief of George Gordon, of Illi 
nois. 

An act for the relief of Henry Newnan. 

An act for the relief of Peter Von Schmidt. 

An act for the relief of Francis Sommeraner. 

An act for the relief of Richard and Benj. Kidd 

An act for the relief of Thomas Rhodes. 

An act for the relief of James Irwin, and others, 
of Arkansas. 

An act for the relief of Peter Campbell. 

Anact for the relief of Richard 8S. Coxe. 

An act for the relief of Harriet L. Catching. 

An act for the relief of Thomas Brownell. 

An act for the relief of Robert Barclay. 

An act for the relief of Harriet Ward. 

An act for the relief of Elizabeth Hamilton, wid- 
ow of Alexander Hamilton. 

An act to legalize certain land sales made ® 
Choechuma and Columbus, in the State of Missis 
sippi, and to indemnify the Chickasaws theretor. 

* act to change the time of holding the Federal 
court in North Carolina. ‘ 

An act to provide for a survey of the mouth o! 
Red river, in Louisiana. 

An act for the relief of the personal representa 
tives of William A. Slacum, deceased. 

An act to authorize the transportation of goods, 
wares, and merchandise, through the Indian terr!- 
tories. 

A resolution to authorize the President to sanc- 
tion an agreement made between the Wyando's 
and Delawares for the purchase of certain lands by 
the former of the latter tribe of Indians. 


THE USEFUL ARTS. 
Mr. HENLEY moved that the bill from 





whi 









Committee on Patents, amendatory of the patent 
iaws, be —s the special order of the day for 
‘»esday week. 

= i. said he was compelled to make this mo- 
tion in order to ensure action upon the bill, fearing 
that, in the ordinary course of business, it would 
not he reached; and he begged to call the attention 
of the House to the fact that the present laws 
afforded scarcely any protection whatever to the 
honest and ingentous inventors—the most merito- 
rious and useful class of our citizens. This bill 
was called for by them, and demanded to protect 
their interests from the sharks who are, from de- 
fects in the present laws, enabled to invade and 
trample upon their rights. It was demanded, also, 
t accelerate the advance of the arts and sciences, 
now in successful progress of improvement. It 
was a general revision of the patent laws proposed 
iy the committee with great care, and with espe- 
cial reference to the defects which time and expe- 
rience have Shown to exist in regard to the present 
jaws. Great anxiety prevailed among inventors 
in every part of the country for its passage. He 
should, therefore, ask for the yeas and nays on the 
motion, so that those interested might see by the 
vote who were and who were not in favor of con- | 
sidering this bill. 

Mr. H. made an ineffectual effort to have the 
pill heretofore reported by Mr. Marsn—a bill in 
addition to, and in amendment of, the several acts 
to promote the progress of the useful arts—made 
the special order for a certain day. 

On a motion to fix Tuesday week, he asked the 
yeas and nays, which were ordered; and, being 
taken, were—yeas 91, nays 65. 

So, two-thirds not voting in the affirmative, the | 
bill was not made the special order. 

Mr. WHITE made an ineffectual motion to sus- 
peud the rules, for the purpose of introducing the 
resolution above referred to. 

The House then passed to the orders of the day. 

SUSPENDED PRE-EMPTION CLAIMS. 


The bill from the Senate entitled ‘* An act pro- 
viding for the adjustment of all suspended preémp- 
tion claims in the several States and Territories,”’ 
coming up on its passage, 

Mr. VINTON moved its postponement, with a 
view to make the bill the special order for a day 
certain, that an opportunity might be given to un- 
derstand its contents, 

Mr. VANCE inquired of the Speaker whether 
an amendment would be in order? 
The SPEAKER said not otherwise than as a 

pert ofa motion to recommit. 

Mr. McK AY moved that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, (for the purpose of taking up the treas- 
ury note bill.) 

The motion, by ayes 63, noes 71, was rejected. 

Mr. RATELBUN moved a reconsideration of the 
vote by which the * Act providing for the adjust- 
ment of all suspended preémption claims in the 
several States and Territories,’? had heretofore 
been ordered to a third reading. 

The question was taken, and, by ayes 71, noes 
Sl, the vote was reconsidered. 

he question then recurring, “Shall the bill be 
ordered to a third reading ?” 

Afier a brief conversation, and some suggestions, 
in Which Messrs. RATHBUN, VINTON, and 
8. ADAMS participated, 

Mr. MeCLERNAND demanded the previous 
question. 

Mr. VINTON moved that the bill be laid on the 
able. 

Mr. McCLERNAND asked the yeas and nays; | 
which were ordered; and, being taken, were—yeas 
61, nays 102, 


So the House decided that the bill should not || 
be laid on the table, i 
The question recurring on the demand for the |, 
[rovions question, it was taken, and there was a || 
secon : | 
Mr. VINTON renewed a suggestion he had _ 


heretofore made, that the bill should be laid aside || 
informally, 


Mr. BOWLIN had no objection to that course, || 
He said,) if action could finally be procured on 


the bill, It involved no principle; it was merely | 
“matter of formality. 1 


The bill was laid aside informally. 
THE TREASURY-NOTE BILL. 
Mr. McKAY renewed ineffectually his motion 


i} 
} 


THE CON 


to go into committee on this bill; the vote being— 
ayes 67, noes 75. 

Mr. BRODHEAD inquired of the Chair whether 
the graduation bill was not next in the order of 
bills on the Speaker’s table? 

The SPEAKER had not (he said) ascertained. 
‘ Mr. BRODHEAD called for the orders of the 

ay. 


THE OREGON TREATY. 


Mr. SAWYER moved a suspension of the rules, 
to enable him to offer the following resolution; 
which was read for information: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to 
communicate to this House a copy of any treaty 
or convention which he may have concluded with 
the British Government, if any, in relation to the 
Oregon territory; also, any correspondence which 
may have passed between the two Governments 
on the subject of said territory; also, any instruc- 
tions which he may have given to, or communica- 
tions he may have received from, the American 
minister at London, in relation to that subject, ex- 
cept such correspondence, instructions, and com- 
munications as may have been previously commu- 
nicated to this House. 

Mr. 8. asked the yeas and nays on his motion, 


| which were refused. 


And the question being taken, the rules were not 
suspended, and the resolution was not received. 


THE GRADUATION BILL. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
bill to reduce and graduate the price of the public 
ands. 


The pending question was on the amendment of 
Ar. Coss. 


Mr. COBB now modified his amendment to read 
as follows: 


That all of the lands of the United States which shall have 
been in market for ten or more than ten years prior to the 
passage of this act, and still remaining unsold, shall be sub- 
ject to sale at the price of one dollar per acre. And all of 
said Jands which shall have been or may hereafter be in 
market for fifteen or more than fifteen years, as aforesaid, 
and still remaining unsold, shall be subject to sale at the 
price of seventy-five cents per acre. And all of said lands 


! which shall have been or may hereafter be in market for 


twenty or more than twenty years, as aforesaid, and still 
remaining unsold, shall be subject to sale at the price of 
fifty cents per acre. And ali of said lands which shall have 
been or may bereafter be in market for twenty-five or more 
than twenty-five years, as aforesaid, and still remaining un 
sold, shall be subject to sale at the price of twenty-five cents 
per acre. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That every person ap 
plying to enter any of the aforesaid lands of the United 
States, under the provisions of this act, shall be required 
first to make affidavit before the register or receiver of the 
proper land office that he or she enters the same for his or 
her own use, for the purposes of actual settlement and cul- 
tivation by and for him or herself, or for the use of an ad 
jacent farm or plantation, owned and occupied by him or 
herself; and that, together with said entry, he or she has not 
acquired from the United States, under the provisions of this 
act, more than three hundred and twenty acres of land, ac- 
cording to the public surveys thereof; andifany person taking 
such oath, by affidavit, shall swear falsely in the premises, 
he or she shall be subject to all of the pains and penalties of 
perjury: Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be 
construed to prevent any person from entering or purchas 
ing the lands of the United States at the price of one dollar 
and twenty-five cents per acre, as now authorized and pro- 
vided by law: And provided, also, That the quantity of land 
which the President of the United States shall hereafter pro- 
elaim and offer for sale in any one vear shall not exceed 
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nation of the amendment he desired to offer. He 
would premise by saying that he had always been 
the uniform and consistent friend of the existing 
land system in this country. Your public domain 
isa rich resource, belonging to the Government. 
Iam unwilling that any material, radical change 
shall be made in the system of administering it. 
In saying this, however, I wish to be understood 
as always having been equally the uniform and 
unwavering friend of the principle of graduation. 
I believe it is founded in natural justice. We all 
know—those of us who live in the old States (to 
be sure it was never my good fortune to have vis- 
ited the new States) that in our States our Iands 
are of divers qualities. They are not of the same 
quality, and therefore will not command the same 
rice; there should be a difference made, and per- 
laps the best rule you can adopt on the subject, 
applicable to the lands in the new States, by which 
to arrive at their value, is that of the time during 
which they have been exposed to sale. I am, 
therefore, prepared to vote for a bill embodying 
this principle. I think, however, that some of the 
propositions before the House go too far, and in- 
troduce this change too rapidly and too radically. 
I think we should make the experiment gradually. 
What I propose—without enlarging on a topic 
which covers so wide a field, and on which I might 
well occupy an hour, but [ will not—what I pre- 
pose by my amendment, is this: that all the lands 
which, on the Ist of December next, shall have 
been offered for sale for twenty years, be reduced 
to $1, and remain at $1 for five years; then be re 
duced to 75 cents for another five years; and at the 
end of this last time they shall come down to 50 
cents, and there remain. This is merely a begin- 
ning, to see how this principle of graduation will 
work; and if the experience of the Government 
should prove it to be favorable in its operation, 
then it can be enlarged. There were other pro- 
visions upon which he would not dwell. He sent 
up the following, which he offered as an amend- 
ment to the amendment of Mr. Coss: 


That all public lands which shall have been offered for 
sale twenty years or more on the first of December, eighteen 
hundred and forty-six, shall thereafter be subject to entry at 
one dollar per acre, for the term of tive years; all the betore 
described lands then remaining unsold shall be subjeet to 
entry at seventy-five cents per acre for another term of five 
years ; and all such unsold at the end of the last-mentioncd 
term may be entered at 50 cents per acre. 

Sec. 2. Be it further enacted, That the quantity of land 
Which the President of the United States shall hereafter 
proclaim and offer for sale in any one year, shall not exeecd 
3,000,000 of acres, 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That upon every redue 
tion in the prices of said lands which shall take place by the 
graduating process of this act, the oceupants or settlers 
upon any of the said lands shall have the right of preémp 
tion at such graduated or reduced prices, which right shall 
extend to a period of six months from and after the dates et 
Which the respective graduations shall take place; and any 
land not entered by the respective occupants or settlers 
Within that period, shall be liable to be entered or purchased 


| by any other person until the next graduation or reduction 


three millions of acres. This act shall take effect six months | 


from and after its passage. 

Sec. 3. And he it further enacted, That all acts and parts 
of acts as provide for an exemption from the imposition of 
taxes, upon land sold by the United States, for five years 
from and after the day of sale, be, and the same are hereby, 
repealed. 


Mr. C., having stated the object of his amend- 
ment, demanded the previous question. 

A brie? conversation followed between Mr. COL- 
LAMER and the SPEAKER on a point of order. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON moved that there be 
a call of the House; which was ordered. 

And the roll having been called, 173 members 
answered to their names. 


On motion of Mr. RATHBUN, all further pro- | 


ceedings on the call were dispensed with. 


Mr. McKAY appealed to his friend from Geor- | 


gia, [Mr. Coss,] to withdraw his demand for the 
previous question for one moment. 

Mr. COBB withdrew for the purpose (he said) 
of enabling the gentleman to offer his amendment, 
and on pledge that he would renew it. 

Mr. McK AY said, he would not abuse the priv- 


| ilege granted him by his friend from Georgia, by || 


making a speech, but he did hope the House would | 


permit him to make one or two remarks in expla- | 


in price shall take place, when it shall, if not previously 
purchased, be again subject to the right of preémption for 
SiX Mouths, as before, and so on from time to time as said 
reduction shall take place: Provided, That nothing in this 
act contained shall be construed to interfere with any right 
which has accrued or may accrue by virtue of any act grant 
ing preémptions to actual settlers upon the public lands. 

Sec. 4. 4nd be it further enacted, That all acts and parts 
of acts as provide for an exemption from the imposition of 
taxes upon land sold by the United States for five years 
from and after the day of sale, be, and the same are hereby, 
repealed. : 

In conformity with his pledge, Mr. McK., in 
conclusion, renewed the demand for the previous 
question. 

Mr.McDOWELL, of Virginia, appealed to Mr. 
McKay to withdraw for a minute his demand. 

Mr. McKAY, remarking that the motion was 
in the hands of his friend from Georgia, [Mr. 
Cone |— 

‘Mr. COBB replied that it would give him great 
pleasure, but the friends of the bill insisted upon 
it, and he did not feel at liberty ta withdraw. 

[Some irregular conversation, however, passed 
between these two gentlemen as to the precise pro- 
visions of the amendment of Mr. M eilet.) 

The demand for the previous question was sec- 
onded, and the main question ordered, being first 
on the amendment of Mr. McKay, and next on 
that of Mr. Coss. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, inquired if 
it was now in order to postpone the bill. 

The SPEAKER replied in the negative, the main 
question having been ordered. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved to 
lay the bill and amendments on the table 
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Mr. McCLERNAND asked the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered; and, being taken, the vote 
stood, yeas 90, nays 89. 

The SPEAKER voted in the negative, causing 
the result to stand, yeas 90 nays 90, as follows: 

YEAS 
Ashmun, Barringer, Bell, Blanchard, Brodhead, Milton 
trown, Buttington, Win. W. Campbell, Join H. Campbell, 
Johan G. Chapman, Cocke, Collamer, Collin, Cranston, Cro- 
zier, Culver, Garrett Davia, De Mott, Dillingham, Dixon, 
Dockery, Edsall, Elsworth, Erdman, J. H. Ewing, Edwin 
Hi. Ewing, Foot, Poster, Garvin, Giddings, Goodyear. Gor- 
don, Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Grover, Hampton, Harper, 
BE. B. Holmes, John W. Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hud- 
son, Washington Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. In- 
gersoll, Jenkins, Daniel P. King, Preston King, Thomas B. 
King, Leib, Lewis, Long, MeClean, McHenry, Mclivaine, 
Maresh, Miller, Moseley, Niven, Pendleton, Rathbun, Julius 
Rockwell, J. A. Rockwell, Root, Schenck, Scaman, Sever- 
ance, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Stephens, Stewart, 
Strohm, Sykes, Thibodeaux, James Thompson, Tilden, 
Trumbo, Vanee, Vinton, Wheaton, White, Wilmot, Win 
throp, Woodruff, Wright, Young, and Yost—90. 

NAY S—Mesers. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bayly, Bed- 
inger, Biggs, J. A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brockenbrough, 
W. G. Brown, Burt, Catheart, Reuben Chapman, Chase, 
Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Cullom, Cummins, Cunningham, 
Dargan, Dobbin, Douglass, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Faran, Fick- 
lin, Fries, Giles, Hamlin, Haralson, Henley, Hoge, Isaac E. 
Holmes, Hopkins, George 8. Houston, Edinund W. Hubard, 


THE CONGRESSIONAL 


Mesars. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Arnold, 


Hunter, James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Andrew John- | 


rou, George W. Jones, Kaufinan, Leake, La Sere, Ligon, 
Maciay, MeClelland, MceClernand, MeConnell, MeCrate, 
Jos. J. MeDowell, James McDowell, MeGaughey, McKay, 
Barkley Martin, Morris, Morse, Moulton, Norris, Owen, 
Parrish, Payne, Perrill, Phelps, Pillsbury, Reid, Relfe, Rhett, 
Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Seddon, Leonard H, Sims, 
Fimpeon, Thomas Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, 
Stanton, Starkweather, Strong, Jacob Thompson, Thur 
man, Tibbatts, Tredway, Wentworth, Wick, Williams, 
and Woodward—e9. 


So the bill was not laid on the table. 

The question then recurred on the amendment 
of Mr. McKay to the amendment of Mr. Cons. 

The yeas and nays having been asked and or- 
dered, were taken, and resulted as follows: 

VY FAS—Mesers. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bayly, Bedin- 
ger, Benton, Biggs, James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brocken- 
brough, William G. Brown, Burt, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, 
Cobb, Collin, Cummins, Cunningham, Daniel, Dillingham, 


Dobbin, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Ellsworth, Faran, Ficklin, Fos 
ter, Pmes, Garvin, Goodyear, Hamlin, Haralson, Henley, 


Hloge, Hopkins, Hough, George 8S. Houston, Edmund W. | 


Hubard, Hunter, James H. Johnson, Joseph Jobnson, Geo. 
W. Jones, Kaufman, Preston King, Leake, La Sere, Ligon, 


MeCiclland, MeClernand, MeConnell, McCrate, Joseph J. | 
MeDowell, McKay, John P. Martin, Barkley Martin, Morris, 


Morse, Moulton, Norris, Owen, Payne, Pernll, Phelps, Pills 
bury, Reid, Relfe, Rhett, Roberts, Sawtelle, Sawver, Scam 
mon, Seddon, Leonard H. Sims, Thomas Smith, Robert 
Smith, Stanton, Strong, James Thompson, Jacob Thomp 
son, ‘Thurman, Tibbatts, T'redway Vance, Wentworth, 
Wick, Williams, and Woodward—*s. 

NAYS— Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Arnold, 
Ashmun, Barringer, Bell, Blanchard, Brodhead, M. Brown, 
Buthogton, Witham W. Campbell, John H. Campbell, Cath 
eart, Jobn G. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Cocke, Collamer, 
Cranston, Crozier, Cullom, Culver, Garrett Davis, De Mott, 
Dixon, Dockery, Douglass, Edsall, Erdman, J. H. Ewing, FE. 
H. Ewing, Foot, Giddings, Giles, Gordon, Graham, Grider, 
Grinnell, Hampton, Harper, E. B. Holmes, J. W. Houston, 
8S. D. Hubbard, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Chas. J. Inger 
soll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, Daniel 
P. King, Thomas Butler King, Leib, Lewis, Long, Maclay, 
Metiean, James MeDowell, MeGaughey, McHenry, Mell- 
vaine, Marsh, Miller, Moseley, Niven, Parrish, Pendleton, 
Rathbun, Julius Rockwell, J. A. Rockwell, Root, Schenck, 
Seaman, Severance, Simpson, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, 
Caleb B. Smith, Starkweather, Stephens, Stewart, Strohim, 
Svkes, Thibodeanx, Tilden, Trumbo, Vinton, Wheaton, 
White, Wilmot, Winthrop, Woodruff, Wright, Young, and 
VYost—0i. 


So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
ject d. 

The question then recurred on the modified 
amendment of Mr. Cons. 

he yeas and nays were asked, and ordered; 
and, being taken, resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bayly, Bed- 
inger, Benton, Biggs, J. A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brock- 
enbrough, W. G. Brown, Burt, Catheart, Reuben Chapman, 
Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Cullom, Cummins, Canning 
ham, Daniel, Dargan Dobbin, Douglass, Dromgoole, Dunlap, 
Faran, Fieklin, Poster, Fries, Giles, Hamlin, Haralson, 
Henley, Hoge, Isaac E. Holmes, Hopkins, Hough, George 
8S. Houstoa, Edmund W. Hubard, Hunter, Joseph Johnson, 
G. W. Jones, Kaufman, Leake, La Sere, Ligon, Maclay, 
MeClernand, MeConnell, Joseph J. McDowell, James M: 
Powell, MeKay, John P. Martin, Barkley Martin, Morris, 
Morse, Norris, Owen, Parrish, Payne, Perrill, Phelps, Pills 
burv, Reid, Relfe, Rhett, Roberts, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scam 
mon, Seddon, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, Thomas Smith, 
Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Jacob Thompson, 
‘Thurman, Tibbatts, Tredway, Wentworth, Wick, Williams, 
and Wilmot—87 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincey Adams, Arnold, 
Ashmun, Barringer, Bell, Blanchard, Brodhead, M. Brown, 
Buffington, William W. Campbell, John H. Campbell, John 
G. Chapman, Cocke, Collamer, Collin, Cranston, Crozier, 
Culver, Garret Davis, Delano, De Mott, Dillingham, Dixon, 
Dockery, Edsall, Rllsworth, Erdman, John H. Ewing, Edwin 
H. Ewing, Foot, Garvin, Giddings, Goodyear, Gordon, Gra- 


ham, Grider, Grinnell, Grover, Hampton, Harper, Elias B,. | 


Holmes, John W. Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson | The SPEAKER voted in the affirmati coe 
Washington Hunt, C. J. Ingersoll, J. R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, 1 Ive, Causing 


James H. Johnson, Andrew Jolinson, Daniel P. King, Pres- | 


ton King, Thomas Butler King, Leib, Lewis, Long, Mc- 
Clean, McClelland, McGaughey, McHenry, Mclivaine, 
Marsh, Miller, Moseley, Moulton, Niven, Pendleton, Rath- 
bun, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Root, Schenck, 
Seaman, Severance, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb 
B. Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Strohm, Sykes, Thibodeaux, 
James Thompson, Tilden, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, Whea- 
ton, White, Winthrop, Woodruff, Wright, Young, and Yost 
—95. 

So the amendment of Mr. Coss was rejected. 

The question then was, ‘‘Shall this bill be or- 
dered to a third reading ?’’ 

Mr. DOUGLASS inquired of the Speaker 
whether it would be in order to move a reconsider- 
ation of the vote by which the amendment of Mr. 
McKay had been rejected ? 

The SPEAKER said it would be in order if the 
gentleman voted with the majority. 

Mr. DOUGLASS said he had so voted; and he 
moved a reconsideration of the vote. 

Mr. RATHBUN suggested a point of order; in 
reply to which 

The SPEAKER, addressing Mr. Doverass, 
said that the vote on the amendment of Mr. Mc- 
Kay could only be reached by a reconsideration 
first of the vote last taken, (i. e., on the amendment 
of Mr. Coss.) 

Mr. BROCKENBROUGH inquired whether it 
would be in order to offer the amendment as an 
original proposition ? 

The SPEAKER said it would not, because the 
previous question had been ordered. 

Mr. THURMAN inquired whether it would be 
in order to move a reconsideration of the vote by 
which the previous question had been ordered ? 

The SPEAKER said no; not until the other 
votes had been reconsidered. 

Some conversation followed between Messrs. 
THURMAN and RATHBUN, as to the vote of 


the former. 


Mr. STEWART moved that the bill be laid on || 


the table. 

The yeas and nays were asked and ordered. 

Some conversation followed on a point of order 
between Messrs. HOPKINS, TIBBATTS, and 
the SPEAKER. 

Mr. McCLELLAND moved a reconsideration 
of the vote last taken, [i. e., on the amendment of 
Mr. Cons. ] 

Mr. J. A. ROCKWELL inquired whether there 
was not a motion pending to lay the bill on the 
tal ile ? 

The SPEAKER replied that there was, and that 
that was the first question in order. 

The question ‘Shall this bill be laid on the 
table ?’? was then taken, and resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincey Adams, Arnold, 
Ashmun, Barringer, Bell, Blanchard, Brodhead, Milton 
trown, Buffington, William W. Campbell, John H. Camp- 
bell, John G. Chapman, Cocke, Collamer, Collin, Cran- 
ston, Crozier, Culver, Garrett Davis, Delano, De Mott, Dil- 
lingham, Dixon, Dockery, Dromgoole, Edsall, Ellsworth, 
Erdman, John H. Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Foot, Garvin, 
Giddings, Goodyear, Gordon, Graham, Grider, Grinnell, 
Grover, Hampton, Harper, Elias B. Holmes, John W. Hous- 
ton, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, Washington Hunt, 
Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, Daniel P. 


King, Preston King, Thomas B. King, Leib, Lewis, Long, || 


McClean, McHenry, McIlvaine, Marsh, Miller, Moseley, 
Niven, Pendleton, Rathbun, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rock- 
well, Root, Schenck, Seaman, Severance, Truman Smith, 
Albert Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Strohm, Sykes, Thibo- 
deaux, James Thompson, Tilden, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, 
Wheaton, White, Wilmot, Winthrop, Woodruff, Wright, 
Young, and Vost—91. 
NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bayly, Bed- 
inger, Biggs, James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brocken- 
brough, William G. Brown, Burt, Catheart, Reuben Chap- 
man, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Cullom, Cummins, 
Cunningham, Daniel, Dargan, Dobbin, Douglass, Dunlap, 
Faran, Vieklin, Fries, Giles, Hamlin, Haralson, Henley, 
Hoge, Isaac E. Holmes, Hopkins, Hough, George 8. Hous- 
ton, Edmund W. Hubard, Hunter, James H. Johnson, 
Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnsen, George W. Jones, Kauf- 
man, Leake, La Sere, Ligon, Maclay, McClelland, McCler 
nand, McConnell, MeCrate, Joseph J. MeDowell, James 
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| the vote to stand—yeas 92, nays 91, as follows: > 


YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bay), Bed 
ger, Benton, Biggs, James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd. B,.. 
enbrough, William G. Brown, Burt, Catheart, Reuben Ch nq 
man, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Cullom Cum om 
Cunningham, Daniel, Dargan, Dobbin, Douglass, Droy, a 
Dunlap, Faran, Ficklin, Foster, Fries, Giles, Hamlin Han’ 
son, Henley, Hoge, Hopkins, Hough, George s. 41; _— 
Hunter, J. H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, George Wy 5 ae, 
Kaufman, Leake, La Sere, Ligon, Maclay, McClellan’ 
MecClernand, MeConnell, MeCrate, Joseph J. McDowar’ 
James McDowell, McKay, John P. Martin, Barkley M: oo 
Morris, Morse, Moulton, Norris, Owen, Parris) — 
Perrill, Phelps, Pillsbury, Reid, Relfe, Rhett, Roberts q = 
telle, Sawyer, Scammon, Seddon, Leonard H. Sins "Sim, 
son, Thomas Sinith, Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkwe: = 
Strong, Jacob Thompson, Thurman, ‘Vibbatts 
Wentworth, Wick, Williams, Wilmot, and Woudward_ Q} 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adains, Amol, 
Ashmun, Barringer, Bell, Blanchard, Brodhead, Muito: 
Brown, Buttington, Wilham W. Cainpbell, John H. seg 
bell, John G. Chapman, Cocke, Collamer, Cranston, Crozier 
Culver, Garrett Davis, Delano, De Mott, Dillingham, Dies’ 
Dockery, Edsall, Ellsworth, Erdman, John H. Ewing, F i 
Ewing, Foot, Garvin, Giddings, Goodyear, Gordon, Grahan 
Grider, Grinneil, Grover, Hampton, Harper, E. B. Holmes 
J. W. Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, Washington 
Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, leaking 
Andrew Johnson, Daniel P. King, Preston King, Tho. 
Butler King, Leib, Lewis, Long, McClean, McGaughey, 
McHenry, Melivaine, Marsh, Miller, Moseley, Niven, Pe. 
dieton, Rathbun, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Root 
Schenck, Seaman, Severance, Truman Smith, Albert Sipith; 
Caleb B. Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Strohm, Sykes, Thibo. 


athe r, 
I redw ay, 


| deaux, James Thompson, Tilden, ‘Trumbo, Vance, Vinton 


Wheaton, White, Winthrop, Woodruff, Wrigit, Young 
and Yost—9l. e 


So the vote was reconsidered. 
The question then recurred on the motion of Mr. 


| Dovexass, to reconsider the vote by which the 


amendment of Mr. McKay had been rejected, 
The yeas and nays were asked and ordered, and, 


_ being taken, resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bayly, Bed 
inger, Benton, Biggs, J. A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brockep- 
brough, William G. Brown, Burt, Catheart, Reuben Chap- 


| man, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Collin, Cullom, Cum. 


McDowell, McGaughey, McKay, John P. Martin, Barkley | 


Martin, Morris, Morse, Moulton, Norris, Owen, Parrish, 
Payne, Perrill, Phelps, Pillsbury, Reid, Relfe, Rhett, Roberts, 
Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Seddon, Leonard H. Sims, 
Simpson, Thomas Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, 
Stanton, Starkweather, Stong, Jacob Thompson, Thurman, 


Tibbatts, Tredway, Wentrworth, Wick, Williams, and | 


Woodward—®. 


So the bill was not laid on the table. 


The question then recurred on the motion of Mr. | 


McCLELLAND, to reconsider the vote by which 
the amendment of Mr. Coss had been rejected. 
Mr. ASH MUN asked the yeas and nays; which 


were ordered; and, being taken, the vote stood— | 


yeas 91, nays 91—a tie. 


mins, Cunningham, Daniel, Dargan, Dillingham, Dob)iy, 
Douglass, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Faran, Ficklin, Fries, 
Giles, Hamlin, Haralson, Henley, Hoge, Isaac E. Holmes, 
Hopkins, Hough, George S. Houston, Edmund W. Hubzard, 
Hunter, James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Andrew John- 
son, George W. Jones, Kaufman, Leake, La Sere, Ligon, 
Maclay, McClelland, MeClernand, McConnell, MeCrate, 
Joseph J. McDowell, Janes MeDowell, McKay, John P. 
Martin, Barkley Martin, Morris, Morse, Moulton, Norris, 
Owen, Parrish, Payne, Perrill, Phelps, Pillsbury, Reid, Relfe, 
Rhett, Roberts, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scamimon, Seddon, Siny 
eon, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, 
Strong, Jacob Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, Tredway, 
Wentworth, Wick, Williams, and Woodward—93. 
NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Amold, 
Ashmun, Barringer, Bell, Blanchard, Brodhead, Milton 
Brown, Buffington, William W. Campbell, John H. Camp 
bell, John G. Chapman, Cocke, Collamer, Cranston, Crozier, 
Culver, Garrett Davis, Delano, De Mott, Dixon, Dockery, 
Edsall, Ellsworth, Erdman, John H. Ewing, E. H. Ewing, 
Foot, Garvin, Giddings, Goodyear, Gordon, Graham, Grider, 
Grinnell, Grover, Hampton, Harper, E. B. Holmes, J. W. 
Houston, 8. D. Hubbard, Hudson, Washington Hunt, C. J. 
Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, Daniel P. King, 
Preston King, Thomas Butler King, Leib, Lewis, Long, 
McClean, McGaughey, McHenry, McIlvaine, Marsh, Mill, 
Moseley, Niven, Pendleton, Rathbun, Julius Rockwell, J. A. 
Rockwell, Root, Schenck, Seaman, Severance, T. Smith, 


| Caleb B. Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Strohm, Sykes, Thi- 


| bodeaux, James Thowipson, Tilden, Trumbo, Vance, Vin- 


ton, Wheaton, White, Winthrop, Woodruff, Wright, Young, 
and Yost—&s. 

So the vote was reconsidered. 

Mr. McKAY inquired if he could now modify 
his amendment? 

The SPEAKER said not. 

Mr. McKAY then moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the main question had been ordered. 

“The SPEAKER said that if the gentleman’s ob- 
ject was to arrive at a point where he would have 
power to control his amendment, he could not effect 
it; because, if the House reconsidered the vote by 


. . . . - } 
| which the main question had heen ordered, it would 


not be in the power of the House to reconsider the 
second to the previous question. The Chair was 
under the impression that there were precedents 
to that effect, and that a case of that kind had 


occurred during the present session. 


Some conversation followed between Mr. DROM- 


GOOLE and the SPEAKER on the point of order. 


Mr. McKAY inquired whether the demand for 
the previous question could not be withdrawn? 
The SPEAKER said it could be withdrawn by 


unanimous consent. 


Mr. McKAY. Ifa majority consent? 

The SPEAKER. A majority has not the power 
to consent. ‘ 

A further conversation followed on the point of 
order, in which Messrs. LEAKE, TIBBATTS, 
THURMAN, and the SPEAKER took part. 
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